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Foreword 


In  recent  years,  a  concern  for  the  volume  and  cost  of  public  depend- 
ency has  often  obscured  the  necessity  for  increasing  knowledge  of  its  char- 
acter.   So  urgent  were  the  immediate  and  obvious  needs  that  those  responsible 
for  administration  did  not  always  have  the  time  to  examine  in  general  terms 
the  composition  of  the  population  they  were  assisting,  and  often  shared  with 
the  public  at  large  a  general  ignorance  as  to  the  characteristics  of  the 
persons  who  were  receiving  aid  and  the  underlying  factors  that  explained  or 
accompanied  their  need. 

As  it  became  evident,  however,  that  public  assistance  ana  relief  were 
not  merely  passing  problems  of  an  emergency,  to  be  dealt  v/ith  on  a  makeshift 
basis,  a  detailed  understanding  of  the  special  characteristics  of  persons 
receiving  relief  ceased  to  be  a  more  or  less  academic  luxury,  and  became, 
instead,  an  indispensable  basis  of  administrative  efficiency.    Policies  and 
laws,  in  ever  increasing  degree,  are  aimed  at  the  assistance  of  those  who 
are  in  need  for  certain  specific  reasons,  such  as  old  age,  widowhood,  orphan- 
hood, invalidism,  and  the  like,  and  these  problems  must,  therefore,  be  meas- 
ured on  both  a  qualitative  and  a  quantitative  basis.    Furthermore,  research 
into  the  characteristics  of  the  large  residual  group  of  recipients  of  general 
relief  is  aji  important  step  toward  a  better  understanding  of  the  causes  of 
their  dependency. 

In  its  effort  to  appraise  the  extent  and  the  nature  of  the  problems 
of  assistance  and  relief  in  Pennsylvania,  the  Pennsylvania  Committee'  on  Pub- 
lic Assistance  and  Relief  was  glad  to  avail  itself  of  the  opportunity  pres- 
ented by  the  Vforks  Progress  Administration,  to  sponsor  a  State-wide  research 
project  directed  toward  analyzing  the  characteriatics  of  the  relief  popula- 
tion, as  represented  on  the  rolls  of  the  three  most- extensive  public  relief 
enterprises,  namely,  the  State  Emergency  Relief  Board,  the  Poor  Relief  au- 
thorities throughout  the  State,  and  the  Federal  V/orks  Program. 

The  results  of  this  study,  extending  over  more  than  a  year,  and  reach- 
ing into  every  coxmty  of  Pennsylvania,  are  presented  in  this  report.  The 
Committee  has  been  enabled  from  time  to  timo  during  its  own  deliberations  to 
have  access  to  partial  returns  and  tentative  findings  of  the  study,  vfhich 
have  proved  of  the  utmost  value  and  importance.    It  believes  that  other  stu- 
dents of  public  relief  will  find  this  complete  report  useful,  both  for  the 
light  it  throws  upon  present  experience  in  a  typical  Comnwnwealth,  and  as  a 
stimulus  and  possible  starting  point  for  further  intensive  exploration  of 
significant  aspects  of  public  assistance  here  and  elsewhere. 

The  Committee  is  indebted  to  the  technical  staff  of  the  project  for 
exceedingly  able  service  in  bringing  this  far-flung  and  complicated  project 
to  successful  completion.    Its  deep  appreciation  is  also  extended  to  State 
and  local  officials  and  staffs  of  the  State  Emergency  Relief  Administration, 
the  Works  Progress  Administration,  and  the  hundreds  of  poor  districts  through- 
out the  State,  for  their  cooperation  in  making  records  available  for  study. 
Many  organizations  and  individuals  have  generously  donated  office  space  and 
facilities  for  the  study.    Special  acknowledgment  is  due  to  llr.  Clarkson 
Stevens,  of  the  Regional  Statistical  Office  of  the  V/orks  Progress  Adminis- 
tration, in  Philadelphia,  and  to  TJr.  M.  J.  Grimes,  Director  of  the  State 
Farm  Show  Building,  in  Harrisburg. 

Among  many  persons  whose  advice  and  assistance  have  been  most  help- 
ful, special  gratitude  is  due  to  llr.  Edwin  Niederbergor,  State  Coordinator 
of  Statistical  Projects,  of  the  Vtorks  Progress  Administration;  Dr.  J.  Rudolph 
F.  Stier,  now  of  the  Coordinating  Committee,  V/ashington,  and  formerly  Region- 
al Research  Supervisor  of  the  V/orks  Progress  Adninistration;  Dr.  Howard  Myers, 
Director  of  Social  Research,  of  the  Works  Progress  Administration,  Tnho,  at  a 
critical  moment,  made  funds  exceeding  $3,000  available  for  continuance  of 
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important  parts  of  the  project;  and  I'j-.  Emnett  T.elch,  Director  of  Research 
and  Statistics,  of  the  State  Emergency  Relief  Board,  for  consistent  coopera. 
tion  from  the  beginning  and  for  reading  certain  sections  of  the  manuscript. 


Herbert  F.  Goodrich,  Chairman 


Introduction 


Historical  Backgroxmd.      Beginning  with  its  ancient  system  of  local 
outdoor  poor  relief  and  almshouse  care,  Pennsylvania,  as  a  state,  in  the 
course  of  time  added  to  these  a  system  of  Mothers'  Assistance  (a  responsi- 
bility shared  with  the  counties).  Old  Age  Assistance,  Pensions  for  the  Blind, 
Veterans'  Relief,  and  Unemployment  Relief.    The  counties  themselves,  through 
the  Courts  and  Poor  Districts,  retained  jurisdiction  over  needy  dependent 
children.    This  multiplicity  of  agencies,  with  their  different  methods  of 
record  keeping  and  reporting,  frequently  obscured  both  the  magnitude  and  the 
nature  of  the  total  problem. 

Overlapping  of  functions  further  complicated  the  situation  both  for 
applicants  and  for  the  general  public,  and,  in  spite  of  efforts  to  accurately 
define  jurisdictions,  the  emergency  unemployment  relief  administrations  ten- 
ded to  give  help  not  only  to  the  families  of  those  iriio  were  left  without  funds 
because  of  unemployment,  but  also  large  numbers  of  other  persons  whose  need 
for  help  was  just  as  great,  even  though  unemployment  might  not  be  the  direct 
or  chief  cause  of  their  distress.    This  tendency  was  accelerated  by  the  crea- 
tion of  the  Federal  Emergency  Relief  Administration  and  the  assiimption  of 
partial  responsibility  for  unemployment  relief  by  the  Federal  Government, 
since  it  meant  that  the  State  Emergency  Relief  Board  was  the  only  agency  with 
resources  great  enough  to  provide  adequately  for  large  numbers  of  persons. 
Furthermore,  legislative  enactments,  which  presumably  made  provision  for 
special  categories  of  need,  were  often  in  practice  ineffectual,  because  suffi- 
cient funds  for  providing  the  classes  in  question  were  not  supplied  by  the 
state  or  local  authorities.    In  addition  local  poor  authorities,  dependent  on 
a  limited  taxing  power,  frequently  turned  as  nmny  cases  as  possible  over  to 
the  better  equipped  agencies. 

Both  the  Federal  and  State  Governments  always  had  officially  objected 
to  the  use  of  unemployment  relief  funds  for  the  care  of  so-called  "unemploy- 
ables"  who,  it  was  argued,  are  ultimately  a  local  responsibility  unless 
otherwise  specifically  provided  for.    The  Federal  Government  finally  attempt- 
ed to  enforce  its  policy  by  limiting  its  participation  in  unemployment  relief 
to  the  provision  of  employment  at  security  wages  to  employable  workers.  Fed- 
eral funds  for  direct  relief  were  curtailed  and  then  stopped.    To  existing 
State  and  local  machinery  was  added  a  Federal  organization  for  the  administra- 
tion of  a  large-scale  "tfforks  Program  which,  while  it  failed  to  transfer  all 
employable  cases  to  its  rolls,  did  absorb  the  great  majority. 

HVhile  the  Federal  Works  Program  and  the  State  Emergency  Relief  Board 
provided  for  most  of  those  ■who  needed  relief <  the  425  Poor  Districts  of  the 
State  were  responsible  for  the  care  of  a  varying  number  of  persons,  many  of 
whom  had  either  been  txirned  back  by  the  unemployment  relief  authorities,  in 
their  efforts  to  confine  their  aid  to  the  "unemployed",  or  who  had  continued 
to  receive  poor  relief  in  the  absence  of  adequate  funds  for  Old  Age  Assis- 
tance, Mothers'  Assistance,  or  Blind  Pensions.    Thus,  three  agencies  of 
government,  one  Federal,  one  State,  and  one  local,  together  supplied  Pennsyl- 
vania with  a  general  relief  program. 

Although  tmemployables  were  declared  to  be  a  state  or  local  respon- 
sibility, the  passage  of  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act  }/  made  it  possible 


1/    Provision  was  also  made  for  maternal  and  child  health,  crippled  children, 
child  welfare  services,  and  public  health.    See  Titles  V  and  VI  of  the 
Federal  Social  Security  Act.    For  the  future,  a  plan  for  Social  Security 
through  Old  Age  Benefits  and  Unemployment  Compensation  is  provided. 
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for  the  Federal  Government  to  assist,  through  the  Social  Security  Board,  in 
providing'  for  several  specified  groups  within  the  so-called  unemployable 
population,  if  proper  State  legislation  viere  adopted.    State  assistance  serv- 
ices created  for  the  aged,  blind,  and  dependent  children,  were  assured  that, 
within  limits,  they  could  practically  write  their  ov/n  Federal  checks.  For 
grants  up  to  thirty , dollars  per  person  per  month,  the  Federal  Government 
?.'0uld  pay  half  for  each  aged  or  blind  person  aided,  while  one-third  of  the 
cost  of  helping  each  dependent  child  was  guaranteed  up  to  eighteen  dollars 
for  the  first  child,  and  twelve  dollars  for  each  additional  child,  together 
T/ith  added  sums  for  administration. 

One  of  the  problems  faced  by  the  Pennsylvajiia  Committee  on  Public 
Assistance  and  Relief,  after  its  appointment  by  Governor  Earle,  was  that  of 
detemining  in  some  fashion  vAiat  the  composite  caseload  of  the  three  major 
agencies  v;as  like.    Over  half  of  the  persons  who  were  being  helped  were  re- 
ceiving aid  from  the  Federal  Corks  Program  in  the  form  of  security  vra.ges, 
Yfhile  36  per  cent  were  in  direct  relief  cases  vriiose  needs  were  being  met  by 
Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  and  4  per  cent  were  in  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  cases. 
Categorical  assistance  rolls  were  then  relatively  sne.ll,  but  it  Vi-as  important 
to  knovf  how  much  of  the  help  proffered  by  the  Federal  Government  might  be 
accepted,  if  a  more  accurate  classification  of  the  relief  population  were 
available.     In  addition,  it  was  believed  that  a  general  knowledge  of  the 
characteristics  of  the  relief  population  vrould  be  of  value  in  the  Committee's 
work.    The  reemployment  possibilities  of  workers  on  relief,  the  amount  of  in- 
come they  had  to  depend  on,  the  racial  and  national  backgrounds  of  relief 
persons,  were,  among  others,  questions  to  which  the  only  immediately  avail- 
able answers  were,  at  the  best,  based  on  estimates  from  older  studies  or,  at 
the  Trorst,  on  mere  speculation. 

Scope  of  the  Study  and  Method  Employed.      Sponsored  and  directed  by 
the  Pennsylvania  Committee  on  Public  Assistance  and  Relief,  and  conducted 
T/ith  Federal  funds  as  a  ^Torks  Progress  Administration  project,  this  study 
attempted,  by  means  of  the  investigation  of  a  relatively  large  sample  of 
those  on  relief,  to  obtain  certain  factual  information  which  could  be  used 
in  arriving  at  reasonable  answers  to  many  of  these  practical  questions.  The 
study  was  administered  centrally  from  Harrlsburg  but  the  investigations  were 
conducted  by  field  workers  in  every  county  of  the  State.    The  services  of 
about  817  different  persons,  753  of  whom  v/ere  dravm  from  the  rolls  of  eli- 
gible relief  workers,  were  used  in  the  study. 

Samples  of  the  five  most  important  relief  groups  were  taken:     10  per 
cent  of  all  active  cases  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief. on  May  31,1936; 
10  per  cent  of  the  families  dependent  on  the  earnings  of  certified  relief 
workers  who  were  on  Works  Program  projects.  May  31,  1936;  10  per  cent  of  the 
active  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  cases  on  July  31,  1936;  10  per  cent  of  the  Alms- 
house population  of  the  same  date;  and  100  per  cent  of  dependent  children 
paid  for  and  supervised  by  the  Directors  and  Overseers  of  the  Poor  on  July 
31,  1936. 

Mothers'  Assistance,  Old  Age  Assistance,  Blind  Pensions,  and  Veterans' 
Relief  rolls  were  not  sampled,  partly  because  at  that  time  they  had  not  yet 
come  to  form  a  significant  portion  of  the  total,  and  partly  because  the  very 
process  of  determining  eligibility  for  the  particular  aid  they  were  receiv- 
ing provided  the  most  significant  facts  regarding  them. 

The  samples  T/ere  selected  at  random  with  every  safeguard  against 
error,  and  accounted  for  46,866  cases,  or  153,779  persons,  an  estimated  ten 
per  cent  of  all  the  persons  receiving  any  of  the  specified  forms  of  care  on 
the  specified  dates.    It  is  believed  that  proportions  based  on  so  large  a 
number  of  persons  are  reliable.    Though  a  period  of  sixty  days  elapsed  be- 
tv/een  the  selection  of  the  samples  of  the  unemployment  relief  and  poor  relief 
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caseloads,  a  check  of  the  date  of  opening  of  the  sample  J/  of  poor  relief 
cases  makes  it  unlikely  that  any  significant  error  was  introduced  because  of 
this  difference  in  time. 

Each  of  the  46,866  cases  in  the  sample  vias  visited  by  an  investigator, 
and  a  schedule  was  prepared  vfhich  gave  in  some  detail  the  essential  facts 
about  the  case  and  all  its  members.    Additional  data  were  then  obtained  from 
the  agency  responsible  for  the  case,  and,  after  careful  editing  in  the  field, 
the  schedule  was  sent  to  Tabulating  I-'eadquarters  in  Harrisburg.    Here  the 
schedule  was  coded  and  the  residence  histories  and  other  pertinent  data  check- 
ed, to  determine,  first,  the  eligibility  of  various  case  members  for  one  of 
the  forms  of  categorical  aid  under  various  gre.des  of  extension  of  the  laws 
governing  Old  Age  Assistance,  Aid  to  Dependent  Children,  and  Elind  Pensions. 
The  results  of  this  checld.ng,  along  with  the  coded  items  of  information, 
Yiere  then  transferred  to  Hollerith  cards,  and  the  data  tabulated  mechanically 
from  them. 

The  tabulations  presented  in  this  report  are,  for  the  most  part,  limit- 
ed to  those  persons  vfho  v/erc  receiving  relief  in  their  ovm  homes,  that  is, 
the  10  per  cent  samples  of  Outdoor  Poor  "elief.  Direct  Unemployment  Relief, 
and  Federal  IVorks  Program  cases.    The  material  nov;  published  is  thus  limited, 
since  consideration  of  almshouse  care  and  of  the  care  of  children  in  foster 
homes  involved  special  problems  which  require  more  exhaustive  treatment  than 
is  convenient  or  suitable  in  a  general  report  of  this  nature. 

Five  major  subdivisions  of  the  data  have  been  recognized:        ■  ' 

1.  Persons  Receiving  Relief 

2.  Cases  Receiving  Relief 

3.  Income  of  Relief  Cases 

4.  Smployability  of  Persons  on  Relief  ' 

5.  Special  Problem  Groups  in  the  Relief  Population 

Appendix  tables  provide  detailed  informaticn  for  each  of  these  subdivisions. 
The  presentation  is  factual  throughout,  interpretation  being  kept  at  the 
barest  minimum  consistent  with  a  clear  description  of  the  facts  found. 

Definition  of  Terms.      In  some  respects,  the  entire  field  of  research 
into  problem.s  of  public  assistance  and  relief  is  so  new  that  a  uniform  ter- 
minology has  not  as  yet  been  crystallized,  and  it  is  frequently  because  of 
problems  of  definition  that  misunderstandings  and  disagreements  arise.  "Un- 
employability",  "Old  Age",  "Dependent  Child",  "Relief  Case",  "Unattached 
Persons",  are,  for  example,  terms  which  are  necessary  elements  of  any  dis- 
cussion of  public  assistance  or  relief,  and  yet  the  meanings  of  such  terms 
vary  from  time  to  time  and  place  to  place. 

V/hen  such  terms  are  necessary  in  this  report,  the  attempt  has  been 
made  to  define  them  as  they  are  used,  but,  before  any  detailed  consideration 
is  given  to  the  material  it  is  vrell  to  examine  briefly  the  adjectives  em- 
ployed in  connection  with  the  entire  field  studied. 

"Relief"  has  been  used  to  designate  aid  provided  either  in  the  form 
of  a  direct  grant  of  cash  or  commodities  to  \inemployed  or  poor  persons  made 
by  county  Emergency  Relief  Boards  or  local  poor  authorities,  or  in  the  form 
of  a  security  wage  paid  by  the  Federal  government  to  a  certified  relief 


l/  About  7  per  cent  of  the  2,505  cases  in  the  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  sample 
~      had  been  opened  betv/een  May  31,  1936  and  July  31,  1936. 
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^vorker  on  a  V,"orks  Frogran  project.     "Putlic  Assistance"  has,  on  the  other 
hand,  been  limited  to  those  direct  grants  made  to  the  aged,  the  blind,  and 
mothers  vd.th  dependent  children,  by  the  State  and  local  govornnents  through 
the  county  Mothers'  Assistance  Fund  Boards,  and  the  Bureau  of  Assistance  of 
the  State  Department  of  V.'elfare.    The  term  "Categorical  Aid"  is  also  some- 
times employed  in  reference  to  these  forms  of  assistance.    "Direct  Relief" 
when  used  alone,  applies  to  the  direct  grants  made  by  the  county  Emergency 
Relief  Boards  or  by  the  Directors  and  Overseers  of  the  Poor,  while  "Un- 
employment Relief",  used  alone,  covers  direct  grants  made  by  the  county 
Emergency  Relief  Boards,  as  vrell  as  security  v/ages  paid  to  relief  workers 
by  the  Works  Progress  Administration. 

Occasionally,  "L'PJl"  (Emergency  Relief  Administration)  has  been  sub- 
stituted for  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  and  "','iPA"  for  aid  provided  in  the 
form  of  'iVorks  Program  security  wages. 

Some  of  the  Findings.      Since  persons  on  relief  form  such  a  signifi- 
cantly large  group  ydthin  the  total  population,  it  is  to  be  expected  that, 
in  most  of  their  characteristics,  they  follow  the  same  general  pattern.  Be- 
cause of  this  it  is  sometimes  the  minor  differences  thnt  provide  clues  as 
to  the  nature  and  cause  of  "dependency".    Thus,  while  39  per  cent  of  the 
total  populetion  of  the  State  in  1930  were  under  twenty,  47  per  cent  of  those 
on  relief  vrere  in  this  age  class,  indicating  the  somewhat  larger  nxxmber  of 
children  in  relief  families,  a  factor  that  is  of  special  importance  in  con- 
nection T/ith  the  fact  that  the  median  weekly  income  of  all  families  on  re- 
lief vrns  5:13.55.    One-fifth  of  the  children  under  sixteen  receiving  relief 
v.'ere,  in  addition,  deprived  of  the  support  and  care  of  one  or  both  of  their 
parents. 

Together  with  this  over-representation  of  children  was  a  deficiency 
of  persons  in  the  age  classes  generally  considered  to  have  the  greatest  em- 
ployment possibilities,  a  deficiency  that  was  most  evident  among  males.  Over 
one- fifth  of  the  employable  males  dependent  on  Vi'orks  Program  security  wages, 
one-quarter  of  those  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  and  40  per  cent 
of  those  receiving  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  were  over  50  years  of  age.    This  is 
especially  significant  in  view  of  the  further  fact  that  of  all  the  experi- 
enced workers  who  were  totally  imemployed  at  the  time  of  the  study,  approx- 
imately one- fifth  had  not  worked  on  a  non-relief  job  for  over  five  years. 

While  persons  over  64  did  not  form  an  extremely  large  percentage  of 
all  persons  on  relief,  the  aged  on  relief,  plus  those  on  public  assistance 
rolls  or  in  almshouses,  formed  an  estimated  one-fifth  of  the  population 
65  years  old  and  over.    Had  the  assistance  laws  of  the  State  been  so  worded 
that  full  participation  in  the  benefits  of  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act 
would  have  been  possible,  the  aged  on  relief,  together  with  about  19  per  cent 
of  the  children,  could  have  been  transferred  to  categorical  assistance  rolls 
where  Federal  funds  would  have  been  available  to  assist  in  their  care.  This 
would  have  meant  a  reduction  of  about  15  per  cent  in  the  total  of  all  persons 
dependent  on  \memployment  or  poor  relief. 

The  underprivileged  position  of  the  urban  negro  is  reflected  in  the 
large  proportions  of  negroes  receiving  relief;  over  12  per  cent  of  the  re- 
lief population  was  colored,  as  compared  with  aboirt  5  per  cent  of  all  persons 
in  the  State  at  the  time  of  the  last  decennial  census. 

The  foreign  bom,  on  the  other  hand,  were  under-represented  in  the 
relief  population,  amounting  to  only  a  little  over  10  per  cent  of  the  total, 
though  approximately  13  per  cent  of  the  total  population  in  1930  was  of 
foreign  birth.    Thus,  the  notion  that  the  relief  population  tends  to  be 
alien  has  no  foundations;  in  fact,  less  than  5  per  cent  of  the  persons  on 
relief  were  non-citizens. 


-13- 


As  expected,  the  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  oaselodd  vr&s  largely  unemploy- 
able, about  82  per  cent  of  the  cases  containing  no  persons  working  or  seek- 
ing work,  but  it  was  more  significant  that  almost  16  per  cent  of  the  cases 
receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  contained  no  employable  members.  Be- 
cause of  the  nature  of  the  Vforks  Program  its  cases  were  all  of  the  employable 
type. 

Private  employment,  while  providing  the  only  important  source  of 
supplementary  income  for  relief  cases,  amounted  on  the  average  to  very  little. 
Half  of  the  cases  that  included  privately  employed  members  derived  less  than 
$7.50  weekly  from  their  vmges.    Furthermore,  such  private  employment  was  found 
in  less  than  12  per  cent  of  all  cases  studied.    Y.Tiere  relief  persons  had  ob- 
tained non-relief  employment,  certain  occupations  tended  to  occur  with  con- 
siderable frequency;  one- third  of  the  privately  occupied  women  were  servants, 
and  about  22  per  cent  vrere  semi-skilled  operatives  in  textile  and  garment 
factories,  while  almost  13  per  cent  of  the  men  v^ere  miners  or  mine  laborers. 

Although  the  unskilled  formed  the  largest  single  group  of  all  workers 
on  relief,  employed  and  unemployed,  the  conception  of  relief  employables  as 
a  group  that  is  overwhelmingly  unskilled  is  incorrect.    Even  disregarding 
the  white-collar  group,  which  formed  roughly  one-tenth  of  relief  employables, 
it  was  found  that  approximately  as  many  of  the  v.Torkers  on  poor  relief  rolls, 
and  considerably  more  on  unemployment  relief  rolls,  reported  themselves  ex- 
perienced in  skilled  or  semi-skilled  manual  occupations  as  reported  experience 
in  unskilled  occupations. 

One  of  the  most  important  questions  regarding  the  relief  population  as 
a  whole  is  the  extent  to  which  it  must  be  considered  to  be  a  continuing  pro- 
blem of  government.    Ko  very  definite  answer  is  possible  but  a  relatively 
high  proportion  of  the  total  was  made  up  of  persons  who  were  not  likely  to 
obtain  work  and  v/ho,  in  addition,  lacked  the  assistance  of  some  employpble 
person  who  could  be  expected  to  provide  for  their  support.     If  only  the 
widowed  and  separated  mothers  and  their  children,  the  unemployables  over 
sixty-four  years  of  age,  the  physically  handicapped  adults  under  sixty-four 
and  those  unemployed  job  seekers  over  forty-five  are  considered,  approximate- 
ly one-quarter  of  the  relief  population  is  accounted  for.    In  addition  to 
these  groups  there  are  others  who  because  of  lack  of  experience  or  oppor- 
tunity will  possibly  remain  as  relief  recipients  even  in  the  most  prosperous 
of  periods,  but  the  four  classes  enxanerated  above  are  the  most  important. 
In  some  instances  the  full-time  employment  of  another  member  of  the  house- 
hold will  provide  sufficient  ftinds  for  the  maintenance  of  the  persons  in 
question  but  to  a  large  extent  the  aged,  the  orphaned,  the  hajidicapped  and 
similar  groups  represent  to  the  potential  worker  a  responsibility  over  and 
above  that  of  providing  for  wife  and  children.    In  addition  many  of  the  older 
employables  who  cannot  obtain  work  have  families  who  are  not  included  in  the 
25  per  cent.    These  persons  ifill  more  than  compensate  for  decreases  because 
of  other  factors. 

When  the  study  was  made  approximately  1,552,000  persons  were  receiv- 
ing relief.    Of  this,  about  385,000  were  members  of  these  special  problem 
groups.    There  were  however  agencies  in  Pennsylvania  dispensing  public  aid 
which  iras  not  classified  as  relief.    Approximately  40,000  persons  over 
seventy  were  receiving  old  age  assistance  while  8,000  persons  over  sixteen 
were  blind    pensioners,  about  9,000  widows  were  receiving  Mothers'  Assis- 
tance for  some  22,000  children  while  the  counties  were  providing  directly 
for  at  least  15,000  additional  dependent  children  in  foster  homes  and 
orphanages.    Finally  the  directors  of  the  poor  and  the  County  Commissioners 
of  many  counties  maintained  almshouses  which  at  that  time  housed  approx- 
imately 13,000  inmates.     If  all  of  these  persons,  nrfiolly  or  partially  de- 
pendent on  public  aid  are  included,  the  total  relief  emd  assistance  popula- 
tion amounted  to  1,659,000  persons  or  if  we  exclude  the  Mothers  receiving 
I-IAF  grants  and  count  only  their  children,  to  1,650,000  persons. 
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All  of  these  forms  of  assistance  other  than  relief  were  designed  to 
care  for  persons  who  were  in  need  for  some  specific  causes  which  made  self- 
maintenance  impossible  either  permanently  or  for  long  periods  of  time. 

The  relief  agencies  on  the  other  hand  have  for  the  most  part  come  to 
be  thought  of  as  providing  for  groups  whose  need  is  of  somewhat  shorter 
duration.    It  nevertheless  seems  evident  that  large  numbers  of  persons  re- 
ceiving relief  can  be  regarded  as  members  of  the  more  permanent  part  of  the 
publicly  aided  population. 

An  analysis  of  the  relief  and  assistance  population  into  these  groups 
would  indicate  approximately  477,000  persons  who  because  of  age,  physical  or 
mental  handicaps  or  broken  families  would  probably  remair  in  need  even  after 
the  improvement  of  industrial  conditions  creates  employment  opportunities 
which  would  make  possible  the  reduction  of  the  residual  group  of  1,167,000 
other  relief  persons  to  somewhat  smaller  totals.    Although  the  total  will 
increase  and  decrease  with  economic  changes  this  thirty  per  cent  of  the  re- 
lief and  assistance  population  was  apparently  the  group  that  would  tend  to 
remain  no  mfl.tter  how  optimistic  one  might  be  regarding  the  immediate  future. 
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CHAPTER  I 
P3RS0IIS  RECEIVING  RELIEF 


V/hile  the  measurement  of  characteristics  such  as  case  income,  employ- 
ability,  and  eligibility  for  various  types  of  assistance  depends  on  defini- 
tions that  are  more  or  less  arbitrary,  there  are  certain  basic  factors  such 
as  sex,  age,  race,  and  nativity,  which  do  not  depend  on  special  definitions, 
and  which  also  are  useful  in  comparing  persons  receiving  relief  with  the 
total  population  of  the  State. 

In  this  chapter,  after  an  examination  of  the  estimated  total  of  all 
persons  receiving  public  assistance  or  relief,  with  special  reference  to 
their  ages,  these  more  common  characteristics  of  the  relief  population  are 
studied  as  they  appeared  in  the  sample  of  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  Direct  Un- 
employment Relief,  and  the  Federal  Works  Program. 

Age  Composition  of  the  Population  Receiving  Relief  and  Assistance. 
In  May  1936,  when  the  study  was  undertaken,  about  1,650,000  persons  were  re- 
ceiving aid  from  one  of  the  several  governmental  agencies  provided  for  this 
purpose.    VVithout  any  special  examination  of  existing  information,  it  was 
possible  to  state  that  at  least  8,000  were  blind;  at  least  40,000  were  aged; 
and  at  least  37,000  were  children,  because  these  numbers  of  persons  were  al- 
ready receiving  aid  from  special  agencies  designed  for  the  purpose. 

The  great  majority  of  the  relief  population,  however,  v/as  not  receiv- 
ing categorical  assistance,  but  was  being  provided  for  by  unemployment  relief, 
poor  relief,  or  aid  from  the  Federal  Works  Program.    (See  Table  1.) 

Table  1.  -  Estimated  Population 
Dependent  on  Public  Assistance  or  Relief 
by  Agency  or  Type  of  Assistance 
May  31,  1936 
(or  date  nearest  thereto) 


AGENCY  OR  TYPE  OF  CARE 

Number  of  Persons 
(Thousands ) 

Per  Cent 

Total 

1,650 

100,0 

Federal  Works  Program 

909 

55.1 

Direct  Unemployment  Relief 

586 

35.5 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief 

57 

3.5 

Old  Age  Assistance 

40 

2.4 

Mothers  Assistance 

22 

1.3 

Dependent  Children 

15 

0.9 

Almshouse  Care 

13 

0.8 

Blind  Pensions 

8 

0.5 

Vi'orks  Program  estimated  by  multiplying  the  230,694  relief  persons  reported 
as  working  Itoy  30,  1936  (NEC  Form  209)  by  3.94,  the  average  number  of  per- 
sons per  worker  found  in  the  sample  study.    Direct  Unemployment  Relief  as 
reported  for  week  ending  May  30,  1936  plus  4,200  receiving  Veterans'  Relief. 


Outdoor  Poor  Relief  estimated  by  multiplying  26,373  oases  found  active  July 
31,  1936  by  an  average  of  2.15  found  true  in  sample  study.    Old  Age  Assis- 
tance and  Blind  Pensions  obtained  from  State  Welfare  Department .    Mothers  * 
Assistance  does  not  include  the  mothers,  only  the  estimated  number  of  child- 
ren (2.S  per  case).    Almshouse  inmates  obtained  by  survey  July  31,  1936. 
Dependent  Children,  January,  1936 . 
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How  many  aged  persons  or  children  were  included  in  these  groups  vre.s 
unknovm  until  after  this  investigation,  but,  when  the  age  composition  of  the 
entire  relief  and  assistance  population  was  known,  several  striking  facts 
came  to  light.     (See  Tables  2  and  3.)      About  36  per  cent  of  those  aided  were 
under  15  years  of  age,  a  proportion  that  is  somev/hat  greater  than  the  ratio 
of  all  persons  under  15  to  the  entire  population  in  1930,  v^ich  was  approx- 
imately 30  per  cent.    The  significance  of  this  becomes  more  evident  if  the 
estimated  total  is  compared  with  the  1935  population  estimate  for  the  same 
age  classes.    Approximately  one  child  of  every  five  vmder  the  age  of  15  was 
on  relief  or  was  dependent  on  some  form  of  public  assistance.     (Table  2)  It 
is  this  group  more  than  any  other  in  the  population  that  will  ultimately 
prove  hov/  effective  the  relief  policies  of  the  past  fevf  years  have  been.  If 
these  children  are  given  a  chance  to  obtain  sufficient  food,  proper  clothing, 
end  reasonably  happy  homes,  they  v.'ill  have  a  better  opportunity  to  mature  to 
citizens  who  will  be  an  asset  to  the  State,    This,  more  than  any  other  single 
fact,  makes  adequacy  of  assistance  important. 

Table  2.  -  Per  Cent  of  Pennsylvania's  Population 
Receiving  Public  Assistance  or  Relief; 
by  Age  Class 
Kay  31,  1936 
(or  nearest  date  thereto) 


AGE  CLASS 

Estimated  Total 
Population  a/ 
( Thousands 

ESTIMATED  POPITLATION  RECEIVING 
PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE  OR  RELIEF 

Ii umber  b/ 
(Thousand^)           Per  Cent  of  Total 

Total 

9,890 

1,650 

16.7 

Under  5 

777 

168 

21.6 

5-14 

1,902 

420 

22.1 

15  -  39 

4,074 

591 

14.5 

40-64 

2,564 

352 

13.7 

65  and  over 

573 

119 

20.8 

a/  Estimate  for  1935  assuming  migration  similar  to  period  1920-1930.  Source: 
"Estimates  of  Future  Population  by  States"  prepared  by  Warren  Thompson  end 
P.  K.  V/helpton  of  the  Scripps  Foundation,  for  the  Netional  Resources  Eoard 
December,  1934. 


b/    Estimate  includes  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  Federal 
Vforks  Program,  Dependent  Children,  Inmates  of  Almshouses  and  the  three 
forms  of  Categorical  Assistance. 

A  similar  comparison  of  the  1935  estiirates  of  persons  65  and  over,  with 
the  estimated  total  of  those  receiving  public  aid  (Table  2),  shows  that  a 
fifth  of  the  estimated  total  number  of  aged  persons  were  on  relief  or  assis- 
tance rolls,  a  proportion  which  is  not  at  all  surprising  in  view  of  the  find- 
ings of  other  studies. 2/       In  1932,  a  study  of  persons  over  65  in  Connecticut 
revealed  that  49.2  per  cent  of  the  aged  had  less  than  $300  annual  income. 
Three  years  earlier,  1929,  a  similar  survey  in  New  York  showed  48.2  per  cent. 
Being  a  group  that  is  naturally  dependent,  the  position  of  these  elders  be- 
comes more  and  more  precarious  as  the  nation  becomes  increasingly  urban.  If 
aged  persons  are  living  apart  from  their  relatives  and  friends  and  do  not  be- 
long in  the  small  group  that  has  accumulated  sufficient  savings  to  provide 
for  their  old  age,  it  is  practically  inevitable  that  they  must  become  depend- 
ent on  the  State.    If  they  do  have  relatives  or  friends,  their  dependency  as 
a  class  is  determined  by  the  extent  of  the  resources  of  those  who  are  aiding 
them,  resources  that  in  times  of  economic  stress  are  likely  to  vanish. 


1/    Old  Age  Security  Staff  Report,  Committee  on  Economic  Security,  January, 
1935. 
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Table  3.  -  A  Comparison  of  the  Age  Distribution  of  Persons 
Receiving  Unemployment  or  Poor  Relief  May,  1936  bJ 
v/ith  the  Estimated  Age  Distribution  of 
the  Entire  Relief  and  Assistance  Population  of  that  Date  and 
the  Total  Population  of  Pennsylvania  -  1930 


PERCENT        IN       EACH       AGE  CLASS 

Estimated 
Relief  and  Persons  Receiving 

AGE  CLASS  Total  Population  Assistance  Unemployment  or 

1930  b/  Population  1936  c/       Poor  Relief  d/ 


Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Under  5 

9  #3 

10.2 

10.4 

5  - 

9 

10,4 

12.1 

'  12.1 

10  - 

14 

10.2 

13.4 

13.3 

15  - 

19 

9.5 

11.1 

11.6 

20  - 

24 

8.5 

7.6 

8.1 

25  - 

29 

7.6 

5.9 

6.2 

30  - 

34 

7.3 

5.3 

5.6 

35  - 

39 

7.5 

5.9 

6.2 

40  - 

44 

6.6 

5.5 

5.8 

45  - 

49 

5.8 

5.1 

5.3 

50  - 

54 

4.9 

4.4 

4.6 

55  - 

59 

3.9 

3.4 

3.5 

60  - 

64 

3.1 

2.9 

2.9 

65  - 

69 

2.3 

2.2 

2.2 

70  or 

over 

3.0 

5.0 

2.2 

a/ Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936, 

b/    Fifteenth  Census  of  the  United  States,  Population,  Volume  II,  Table  24, 
~      page  618. 

2J    Estimate  includes  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  Federal 
Vi'orks  Program,  Dependent  Children,  Inmates  of  Almshouses  and  the  three 
forms  of  categorical  assistance.    May  31,  1936  or  dates  nearest  thereto 
have  been  used. 

ij    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  and  Federal  Works  Program. 


More  than  one-third  of  the  aged  recipients  of  public  aid  were  on  the 
rolls  of  Old  Age  or  Blind  Assistance  at  the  time  of  the  survey.    The  balance 
vras  distributed  over  the  other  agencies,  with  the  Directors  of  the  Poor  car- 
ing for  a  group  which  formed  a  large  proportion  of  their  total  cases.  Since 
that  time,  however,  partial  compliance  with  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act 
has  enabled  the  State  to  transfer  many  of  the  eligible  aged  from  the  waiting 
lists  for  categorical  assistance  to  actual  payrolls,  with  the  result  that 
the  present  distribution  of  the  aged  by  agency  is  probably  somewhat  differ- 
ent.   Attention  is  called  to  this  large  fraction  of  the  aged  cared  for  by 
categorical  assistance,  since  it  is  the  only  factor  which  causes  the  age 
curve  for  the  entire  assistance  population  to  differ  in  any  significant  way 
from  the  age  distribution  of  persons  receiving  imemployment  and  poor  relief. 

Age  Composition  of  the  Population  Dependent  on  Unemployment  Relief 
and  Poor  Relief.    Since  the  age  composition  of  the  total  population  tends 
to  change  rather  slowly,  a  comparison  of  the  1930  age  distribution  with  the 
age  distribution  of  those  receiving  relief  will  prove  useful.    (Table  3.) 
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The  chief  difference  betvireen  the  two  was  the  greater  proportion  of  yoimg 
persons  in  the  relief  population,  pointed  out  previously.    This,  of  course, 
made  the  proportions  in  the  higher  age  classes  smaller  for  the  relief  popu- 
lation than  for  all  persons  in  1S30,    If  only  the  populations  20  and  over 
are  considered,  the  chief  difference  was  in  the  thirties.    Both  the  total 
population  and  those  on  relief  shov^  steady  decreases  in  the  proportion  of 
their  totals  lying  in  each  age  class  until  the  25  to  29  group  is  reached. 
At  this  point,  the  age  classes  in  the  population  remain  almost  stationary 
until  the  40  to  44  group,  while  the  proportions  of  the  relief  population 
continue  to  decline  until  30  to  34,  and  then  rise  again  in  the  35  to  39 
class.    From  this  point  on,  the  tvio  curves  decline  at  the  same  rate,  with 
the  exception  that  the  proportion  70  and  over  in  the  relief  population  is 
smaller.    The  reasons  for  this  have  been  noted. 

The  most  striking  fact  about  the  adult  relief  population  is  its  simi- 
larity to  the  total  population  itself.    The  persons  in  need  of  help  come 
from  all  age  classes  in  more  or  less  uniform  proportions.    Only  the  age  class 
of  greatest  eraployability,  30  to  34,  is  an  exception,  being  less  in  the  re- 
lief group  than  in  the  total  population. 


Table  4.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief 
by  Age  and  by  Agency  Providing  Aid 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


Total  Persons  Persons  Receiving  Persons  Receiving  Persons  Receiving 

AGE 

of 

Outdoor 

Direct 

Aid  from  the 

Three  Agencies 

Poor  Relief 

Unemployment 

Federal  Works 

Relief 

Program 

Total 

persons 

1,547,779  b/ 

Ce    TAT)  V,/ 

Persons 

in  sanple 

151,455 

5,380 

57,895 

88,180 

PER    C  E  N 

Tc/ 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Under 

5 

10,4 

7.6 

11.0 

10.1 

5  - 

9 

12.1 

12.2 

12.6 

11.7 

10  - 

14 

13.3 

12.9 

13.8 

13.0 

15  - 

19 

11.6 

6.0 

11.2 

12.2 

20  - 

24 

8.1 

2.1 

7.1 

9.1 

25  - 

29 

6.2 

2.8 

5.8 

6.7 

30  - 

34 

5.6 

3.7 

5.6 

5.7 

35  - 

39 

6.2 

4,0 

6.1 

6.5 

40  - 

44 

5.8 

3.0 

5.9 

5.9 

45  - 

49 

5.3 

2.8 

5.2 

5.6 

50  - 

54 

4.6 

3.4 

4.4 

4.8 

55  - 

59 

S.S 

4.3 

3,5 

3.5 

60  - 

64 

2.9 

6.9 

3,1 

2.5 

65  - 

69 

2.2 

10.0 

2.4 

1.5 

70  - 

74 

1.3 

10.0 

1.5 

0.7 

75  - 

79 

0.6 

5.1 

0.5 

0.8 

80  and  over  0,3 

3.2 

0.3 

0.2 

Mean 

26.4  years 

39.0  years 

26.2  years 

25,7  years 

Median  i/ 

21.4  " 

38.4  " 

20.8  " 

21,4  " 

&/  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936  ~ 
h/  Estimated 

Percentages  and  averages  ooii?>uted  on  basis  of  persons  of  known  age, 
2/   Averages  given  on  this  table  coii5)uted  from  distribution  by  single  year. 


In  determining  Mean,  children  under  one  were  all  counted  as  being  six 
months  old.  _lo_ 


Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  two  forms  of  unemploy- 
ment relief,  on  the  other,  provide  for  somewhat  different  age  classes  in 
this  total.     (See  Table  4.)      The  policy  of  turninr;  the  so-called  unemploy- 
ables  back  to  poor  relief  is  reflected  in  these  differences.    The  age  compo- 
sition of  the  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  and  the  Vi'orks  Program  populations 
-.vere  similar,  v.dth  the  exception  that  direct  relief  exhibited  a  greater  pro- 
portion of  aged  persons  than  did  vrork  relief.    More  than  three-fifths  of  the 
Outdoor  Poor  Relief  population,  hov/ever,  v/ere  either  under  15  or  over  65. 

Prior  to  the  inauguration  of  the  Federal  Works  Program,  the  present 
group  nov/  dependent  on  its  security  wages  and  the  persons  still  receiving 
unemplojTTient  relief  vfere  botli  part  of  the  general  unemployment  relief  popu- 
lation, and  throughout  the  groirth  of  the  program,  there  has  been  a  contin- 
uous transfer  of  persons  back  and  forth  bet-.Teen  the  two  agencies,  as  well  as 
a  movement  of  persons  to  and  from  private  industry  and  the  tvro  forms  of  \m- 
employmont  relief.    Theoretically,  only  the  limitations  on  federal  funds  and 
the  administrative  problems  of  maintaining  a  sufficient  supply  of  suitable 
projects  have  prevented  the  transfer  of  the  entire  unemployment  relief  group 
to  the  "'orks  Progreun.    This  has  meant  that  the  two  groups  have  tended  to 
keep  the  same  age  composition,  although  the  selective  employment  process  has 
tended  to  avoid  the  workers  in  the  higher  age  brackets  and  has  drawn  off  a 
greater  proportion  of  the  persons  in  their  twenties  and  thirties. 

Table  5.  -  Median  and  Quartile  Ages 
of  Relief  Persons  by  Agency 

ISay  31,  1936  a/  ' 


AGENCY 


One  Qimrtor 
of  All  Persons 
Are  Under 


One  Half 
of  All  Persons 
Are  Under 


Three  Quarters 
of  All  Persons 
Are  Under 


Three  Agencies 

10.9  years 

21.4 

years 

41.2 

years 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief 

11.9  " 

38.4 

n 

66.7 

n 

Direct  Unemployment  Relief 

10.5  " 

20.8 

n 

41.3 

tl 

Federal  Works  Program 

11.2  " 

21.4 

II 

40.0 

II 

a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


These  differences  between  the  age  composition  of  the  three  caseloads 
studied  are  indicated  roughly  by  the  qtmrtile  ages  in  Table  5.    About  one 
quarter  of  the  Poor  Relief  persons  were  under  12  years  and  one  quarter  over 
67  years,  or,  stating  it  somewhat  differently,  half  of  those  receiving  poor 
relief  are  scattered  over  the  55  years  between  12  eoid  67.    Both  Direct  Un- 
er^jloyment  Relief  and  the  Works  Program  had  populations  that  were  concen- 
trated within  a  narrower  range.    Half  of  the  persons  receiving  Direct  Un- 
employment Relief  lay  in  the  30  years  between  11  and  41,  while  half  of  those 
dependent  on  security  wages  were  included  in  the  29  years  between  11  and  40. 

Sex  in  Relation  to  the  Age  Composition  of  the  Relief  Population.  The 
age  distribution  of  relief  persons  sho'WBd  similarities  to  that  of  the  total 
population  with  the  exception  of  the  thirties.    This  age  group  of  the  relief 
population  is  also  worth  noting  in  that  it  had  a  smaller  ratio  of  males  to 
females  than  did  the  other  ages.     (See  Table  6.) 
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Table  6.  -  Ratio  of  ^fales  to  Females 
in  the  Population  Receiving 
Relief  by  Age  Class,  and  Agency- 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


■  ■  ■  -I 

M 

ALES  PER 

HUIJDRED  FE 

A  L  3  S 

AGE 

CLASS 

Three 

Outdoor  Poor 

Direct  Unenploynient 

Federal  T/orks 

Agencies 

Relief 

Relief 

Progretm 

Total 

/  D  ..i 

QQ  n 

Tin  Q 

Under 

10 

103.0 

106.2 

104.1 

102.1 

10  - 

19 

98.0 

103.9 

20  - 

29 

102. G 

39.9 

83.2 

115.9 

30  - 

39 

94.9 

31.7 

81.7 

108.3 

40  - 

49 

107.3 

46.9 

101.3 

114.2 

50  - 

59 

127.3 

61.3 

124.9 

134,4 

60  - 

69 

126.1 

63.0 

126.4 

150.3 

70  and  over 

98.9 

100.8 

104.5 

90.7 

a/  Outdoor 

Poor  Relief, 

July  31,  1936. 

The  total  population  has  always  in  tirnes  past  shovred  a  slight  excess 
of  males.    In  1930,  the  ratio  was  102.5  males  to  every  hundred  females,  a 
relationship  that  is  not  extremely  different  from  that  for  the  sample  of  the 
relief  persons  studied.     (Table  6).    The  individual  age  classes,  hov-'ever,  do 
not  in  general  show  this  same  agreement,  and,  v/lthin  the  relief  population 
itself,  the  differences  among  the  three  agencies  are  significant. 

Males  receiving  poor  relief  were  outnumbered  by  the  females  in  every 
age  class  except  two,  the  children  under  10  and  the  aged  persons  70  and  over. 
This  is  particularly  evident  in  the  age  class  from  30  to  39,  where  there  v/ere 
only  about  30  men  for  every  100  vronen.    In  this  connection,  attention  is 
again  called  to  the  relatively  lov/-  percentage  of  the  total  number  of  persons 
in  this  and  adjoining  age  groups.    Not  only  were  there  few  receiving  poor 
relief  in  the  ages  from  v^hich  vrorkers  are  most  frequently  drawn,  but,  for 
the  most  part,  these  few  were  women. 

The  'iVorks  Program  population  showed  almost  exactly  opposite  character- 
istics; women  were  outnumbered  by  men  in  every  age  group  except  "70  and  over". 
The  greatest  ratio  was  between  50  and  59. 

Direct  Unemployment  Relief  was  being  given  to  approximately  equal 
numbers  of  the  tvro  sexes,  although  in  the  twenties  and  thirties  there  were 
about  five  women  to  every  four  men,  while  in  the  fifties  and  six±ies  the 
reverse  was  true. 

An  examination  of  the  figures  given  in  Table  6  shovra,  in  addition, 
that  with  a  few  exceptions  the  unemployment  relief  population  as  a  whole  is 
a  more  homogeneous  group  than  that  dependent  on  poor  relief.    This  is  further 
demonstrated  by  the  age  distributions  of  the  males  and  females  dependent  on 
these  three  forms  of  assistance.     (Tables  7,  6,  and  9) 
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Table  7,  -  Persons  Receiving 
Poor  Relief  by  Sex  and  Age 
July  31,  1936 


AGE 

Both  Sexes 

Male 

Female 

Persons  in  sample 

5,380 

2,327 

3,053 

PER 

C  E  N  T  a/ 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Under  5 

7.6 

9*2 

6.4 

5-9 

12.2 

14.4 

10.5 

10  -  14 

12.9 

15.2 

11.1 

15-19 

6,0 

6*3 

5.7 

20-24 

2.1 

1»7 

2.4 

25  -  29 

2.8 

1.5 

3.8 

30  -  34 

3.7 

2*0 

5,0 

35  -  39 

4.0 

2*3 

5.4 

40-44 

3.0 

2«2 

3,6 

45  -  49 

2.8 

2.1 

3.3 

50  -  54 

3.4 

3.1 

3.S 

55-59  \ 

4.3 

3*6 

4.3 

60-64 

6.9 

5.8 

8.0 

65  -  69 

10.0 

9.6 

10.4 

70  -  74 

10.0 

11.6 

8.7 

75  -  79 

5.1 

6.4 

4.2 

80  -  84 

2.0 

2.1 

1.9 

85  -  89 

1.1 

1.0 

1.1 

90  and  over 

0.1 

0.1 

0.1 

a/    Persons  of  unknown 

age  excluded 

Not  only  vra.s  there  a  considerably  lower  proportion  of  ciales  in  the 
poor  relief  population,  but  45  per  cent  of  them  were  under  20  and  36  per  cent 
were  60  or  over,  with  approximately  one-fifth  in  the  ages  between.  Nearly 
one-third  of  the  females,  however,  were  between  the  ages  of  20  and  60.  This 
deficiency  of  males  of  working  age  is  responsible  for  the  so-called  unemploy- 
ability  of  the  poor  relief  population,  a  factor  which  will  be  discussed  later. 

Many  i/of  the  women  in  the  middle  age  groups  were  mothers  with  de- 
pendent children  v/hose  fathers  had  separated  from  their  families.    Thus,  it 
is  evident  that  a  broadening  of  the  State's  Mothers'  Assistance  law  to  make 
possible  full  participation  in  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act  urould  have 
resulted  in  the  transfer  of  some  of  these  women  to  that  category,  along  with 
their  children  under  the  age  of  16.    A  lower  age  limit  for  Old  Age  Assis- 
tance would  have  likewise  removed  another  distinct  section  of  the  poor  relief 
population,  while  many  of  the  residual  group  were  able  and  willing  to  work 
and  were  legitimately  part  of  the  unemployment  relief  population.  ^ 


"T^  Approximately  19  per  cent  of  the  females  15  years  old  or  over. 
2/    See  Chapter  IV, 
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Table  8.  -  Persons  Receiving 
Direct  Unemployment  Relief 
by  Sex  and  Age 
May  31,  1936 


AGE 

Both  Sexes 

Male 

Female 

Persons  in  sample 

57,895 

28,796 

29,099 

T)    TT^  T) 

r  ti  K 

b  h  w  i  a/ 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Under  5 

11.0 

11.3 

10,9 

5-9 

12.6 

13.0 

12.3 

10  -  14 

13.8 

13.9 

13.8 

15-19 

11.2 

11.0 

11.4 

20  -  24 

7.1 

6.5 

7.6 

25-29 

5.8 

5.3 

6.4 

30-34 

5.6 

5.1 

6.0 

35-39 

6.1 

5.5 

6.8 

40-44 

5.9 

5.8 

5.9 

45-49 

5.2 

5.4 

5.0 

50-54 

4.4 

4.9 

3.S 

55  -  59 

3.5 

3.9 

3.1 

60  -  64 

3.1 

3.4 

2.7 

65-69 

2.4 

2.7 

2.0 

70  and  over 

2.3 

2  .3 

2.2 

a/    Persons  of  unknown  a^e  excluded. 


That  part  of  the  population  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief 
(Table  8)  was  not  marked  to  the  sejne  degree  by  the  presence  of  more  or  less 
well  defined  categories  of  persons  whose  need  was  primarily  the  result  of 
age  or  the  absence  of  a  breadwinner  from  the  household,  although  the  percent- 
age of  females  between  20  and  60  is  again  slightly  larger  than  the  per  cent 
of  males  in  the  same  age  class. 
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Table  9.  -  Persons  Receiving  Aid  from  the 
Federal  Works  Program  by  Sex  and  Age 
May  31,  1936 

AGE  Both  Sejces"     ~  '       I.Iale  Female 


Persons  in  sr.;r.ple  8C,180  46,361  41,819 

PERCENT  a/ 


Total 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

Under 

5 

10.1 

9.8 

10.6 

5  - 

9 

11.7 

11.2 

12.3 

10  - 

14 

13.0 

12.3 

13.7 

15  - 

19 

12.2 

12.1 

12.3 

20  - 

24 

9.1 

9.4 

8.7 

25  - 

29 

6.7 

6.8 

6.G 

30  - 

34 

5.7 

5.6 

5.8 

35  - 

39 

6.5 

6.4 

6.5 

40  - 

44 

5.9 

5.9 

5.8 

45  - 

49 

5.6 

5.7 

5.5 

50  - 

54 

4.8 

5.2 

4.3 

55  - 

59 

3.5 

3.9 

3,2 

SO  - 

64 

2.5 

2.8 

2.2 

35  - 

69 

1.5 

1.8 

1,2 

70  and  over 

1.2 

1.1 

1.3 

bJ Persons  of  unknown  age  excluded. 

Even  though  the  Works  Program  population  included  a  greater  proportion 
of  males  than  either  of  the  other  groups,  the  age  distribution  of  the  two 
sexes  follovred  each  other  more  closely  than  did  the  age  distributions  of  males 
and  females  receiving  direct  unemployment  or  poor  relief.     (Table  9)  Further- 
more, the  pattern  tends  to  folloiT  that  of  the  general  population  more  closely, 
if  allowance  is  made  for  the  larger  proportion  of  young  persons  present. 

tlarital  Status  of  Relief  Persons  who  were  of  'Marriageable  Age.  Closely 
related  to  the  factors  of  sex  and"  age  is  that  of  the  marital  status  of  the  two 
sexes.    Table  10  shows  the  proportion  of  the  males  and  fenmles  of  each  agency 
who  were  15  years  old  or  over,  compared  with  the  same  proportions  in  the  gen- 
eral population  of  1930. 

Table  10.  -  Percentage  of  all  Males 
and  Females  Receiving  Relief  Who  Were 
Fifteen  Years  Old  or  Over,  May  31,  1936  a/ 
Compared  with  the  Same  Percentages 
for  the  Pennsylvania  Population,  1930 


PER  CENT 

Total 

Relief  Population 

SEX 

Direct 

Federal 

Population 

Three 

Outdoor  Unemployment 

Works 

1930  b/ 

Agencies 

Poor  Relief  Relief 

Program 

Males 

70.0 

64.7 

61.1  61.8 

66.7 

Females 

70.1 

63.7 

72.0  63.1 

63.4 

a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 

Fifteenth  Census  of  the  United  States,  Population,  Volume  II,  Table  24, 


Page  619, 
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The  snaller  percentage  of  persons  of  marriageable  age  in  the  relief 
population  is  another  result  of  the  ovor-representation  of  children.  The 
agreement,  however,  between  the  proportion  of  each  marital  condition  in  the 
relief  population  15  and  over,  and  in  the  general  population  of  the  same 
age  in  1930,  is  on  first  exanination  reasonably  close,  with  the  exception 
that  the  relief  group  shows  an  excess  of  single  men  and  of  widov/ed  persons 
of  both  sexes  (Table  11).    Comparison  of  the  proportions  of  the  total  mar- 
ried is  difficult.    To  vfhat  extent  the  60  per  cent  of  both  sexes  reported 
as  married  in  1930  were  living  away  from  their  spouses  is  not  known,  nor 
if  this  information  vrere  available  could  it  be  used  as  a  point  of  reference, 
since  the  years  that  have  intervened  have  probably  had  some  effect  on  fardl- 
ial  relationships.    It  is  known,  however,  that  the  54.1  per  cent  of  the  re- 
lief males  reported  as  married  included  3.3  per  cent  v:ho  v.^ere  separated  from 
their  vn.ves,  and,  of  the  60.2  per  cent  of  the  married  women  on  relief,  53.5 
per  cent  vrere  living  v/ith  their  husbands  while  6.6  per  cent  reported  tlieiiv 
selves  as  separated. 

Table  11.  -  Sex  end  Marital  Status  of  Relief  Persons 
Fifteen  Years  Old  and  Over  May  31,  1936  a./ 
Compared  v/ith  Sex  and  Marital  Status  of  Zntire 
Population  Fifteen  Years  and  Ovor,  Pennsylvania  1930 


PER  CEMT  OF  PERSONS 

FIFTEEK  YEARS  AND  OVER 

SEX  AND  yjLRITAL  STATUS 

All  Persons 
1930  b/ 

Relief  Persons 
1936  c/ 

Males 

100.0 

100.0 

Single 
Married 
Widowed 
Divorced 

34.9 
59.5 
4.8 
0.5 

40.0 
54.1  d/ 

5.2 

0.7 

Females 

100.0 

100.0 

Single 
Harried 
Widowed 
Divorced 

28.9 
59.5 
10.6 
0.7 

26.7 
60.2  d/ 
12.3 
0.8 

a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
b^    Fifteenth  Census,  Population,  Volume  II,  Tables  13  and  14,  Pages  853-354. 
c/    Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  Oirtdoor  Poor  Relief,  and  Federal  V/orks  Pro- 


gram Proportions  fo\and  in  Sample  Study, 
d/    Includes  those  reported  as  separated. 

Of  the  total  persons  receiving  relief  who  were  15  years  old  or  over, 
33.8  per  cent  were  single,  52.0  per  cent  were  living  with  wives  or  husbands, 
and  14.4  per  cent  had  been  married,  but,  because  of  death,  divorce,  or  sep- 
aration vrere  without  a  spouse.    The  proportions  differed  considerably  from 
agency  to  agency  (Table  12).    Over  40  per  cent  of  the  adults  receiving  poor 
relief  were  vddovred,  divorced,  or  separated,  whereas  only  19  per  cent  of 
the  Direct  Unemplo^naent  Relief  persons  and  10  per  cent  of  the  Works  Program 
persons  of  marriageable  age  were  so  classed. 


-25- 


Table  12.  -  Persons  Fifteen  Years  Old  and  Over 
Receiving  Relief,  by  Sex,  Marital  Status 
and  Agency  Providing  Aid 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


Persons  Reoeiv-  Persons  Receiv- 

Persons Receiv- 

SEX AND      Total  Persons 

ing  Outdoor 

ing  Direct 

ing  Aid  from 

MARITAL 

of 

Poor  Relief 

Unemployment 

the  Federal 

STATUS       Three  Agencies 

Relief 

Vforks  Program 

Total  persons 

in  sample 

151,455 

5,380 

57,895 

88 . 180 

Persons  in  sampl 

e 

fifteen  years 

old  and  over 

97,248 

3,523 

36,178 

57,447 

Kales  in  sample 

fifteen  years 

old  and  over 

50,148 

1,425 

17,809 

Females  in  sampl 

e 

fifteen  years 

old  and  over 

47,100 

2,198 

18,369 

26 .533 

PER    C  E  N 

T 

Total  fifteen 

years  old  and 

over 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Single 

33.6 

24.1 

32.5 

34.8 

Married  b^ 

52.0 

35.5 

48.8 

Widowed 

8.6 

31.6 

10,5 

O  AW 

Divorced 

0.8 

1.1 

1.0 

Separated 

5.0 

7.5 

7.2 

*  u  •  w 

Males  fifteen 

years  old  and 

over 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Single 

40.0 

32.2 

38.9 

41  .n 

Married  b/ 

50.5 

43.7 

49.6 

Widowed 

5.2 

18.8 

6.0 

4.1 

Divorced 

0,7 

1.2 

0.9 

V,  V 

Separated 

3.6 

4,1 

4.5 

Females  fifteen 

years  old  and 

over 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

Single 

26.7 

18.9 

26.3 

27.5 

Married  b/ 

53.6 

30.4 

48.0 

59.4 

Widovred 

12.3 

39.9 

14.8 

8.2 

Divorced 

0.8 

1.0 

1.1 

0,7 

Separated 

6,6 

9.8 

9.8 

4,1 

_a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


b/   And  not  separated  from  spouse. 


-26- 


The  sntll  percentage  of  single  persons  and  the  large  percentage  of 
the  TddoT/ed  group  receiving  poor  relief  T;as  another  consequence  of  the  sez- 
a,-c  pattern  (Table  13).    Almost  32  per  cent  of  the  single  males  and  39  per 
cent  of  the  single  ferules  vrere  from  15  to  19  years  old,  an  age  class  which 
included  about  9  per  cent  of  those  15  and  over,  while  aboirt  four-fifths  of 
the  rieles  who  Vv-ere  vridowed,  divorced,  or  separated,  and  about  54  per  cent 
of  the  females  of  the  sane  status  were  over  60,  an  age  group  in  vrfiich  over 
half  of  the  adult  poor  relief  population  vms  located. 

Table  13.  -  Persons  Fifteen  Years  Old  and  Over 
Receiving  Poor  Relief  by- 
Sex,  Marital  Status,  end  Age 
July  31,  1936 


MALES 

F 

E  M  A  L  E 

S 

Widowed 

Vfidowed 

AGE 

Divorced  or 

Divorced  or 

Single 

Married 

Separated 

Single 

Married 

Separated 

Persons  in  s 

anple 

fifteen  year 

s  old 

or  over 

459 

623 

343 

415 

668 

1,115 

PER  CEMT  OF 

PERSONS  FIFTEEN  YEARS 

OLD  OR  1 

DVER  a/ 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

15  -  IS 

31.9 

39.4 

1.2 

0.4 

20  -  24 

6.1 

1.9 

6.0 

3.C 

2.0 

25  -  29 

5.5 

2.9 

0.3 

4.6 

6.9 

4.6 

30  -  34 

2.8 

5.0 

0.6 

4.3 

7.2 

7.6 

35  -  59 

3.7 

5.0 

1.8 

3.4 

7.2 

9.2 

40  -  44 

2.6 

5.0 

2.0 

1.7 

5.4 

6.1 

45  -  49 

4.1 

3.8 

1.8 

4.1 

4.0 

5.0 

50  -  54 

6.1 

5.8 

2.6 

4.1 

6.6 

4.3 

55  -  59 

6.6 

5*3 

6.1 

5.S 

7.3 

6.6 

60  -  64 

8.Z 

9.2 

10.5 

7.5 

15.6 

10.9 

65  -  69 

9.2 

19.0 

18.1 

8.7 

15.4 

16.0 

70  -  74 

8.5 

20.2 

29.4 

5.1 

12.9 

14. S 

75  -  79 

4.4 

11.2 

16.9 

2.9 

6.3 

6.6 

80  -  C4 

1.1 

3.7 

5.6 

1.9 

1.7 

3.6 

85  -  89 

1.1 

1.3 

3.2 

0.5 

0.5 

2.5 

90  and  over 

0.9 

0.3 

a/  Persons 

of  imknoivn  age 

excluded. 

The  greater  proportion  of  ;/ounger  fenales 

in  the 

vrtdowed,  divorced. 

or  separated 

class  is  partly  due  to 

the  fact  that  persons  of  these 

three 

marital  conditions  have  been  combined,  thus  adding  to  the  older  widovfs  a 
number  of  younger  women  vAxo  were  separated  from  their  husbands  for  reasons 
other  than  death. 

The  adult  males  receiving  Direct  UnemplojTient  Relief  and  the  adult 
males  dependent  on  the  If.'orks  Program  were  distributed  over  the  five  marital 
classifications  in  about  tlie  same  proportions,  although  there  v,-ere  pro- 
portionately more  single  and  married  males  on  TTPA,  and  more  T/idof/ed,  divorc- 
ed and  separated  on  direct  relief. 

The  females  15  and  over  shovred  vd.de  differences.    Thirteen  per  cent 
of  the  v/omen  receiving  aid  from  security  wages  were  v/idowed,  divorced,  or 
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separated,  compared  with  one-quarter  of  the  women  on  direct  relief  rolls 
(Table  12),    This  group  might  have  been  considerably  reduced  if  those  vrith 
children  could  have  received  the  full  benefits  of  Mothers'  Assistance  pos- 
sible under  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act.    As  it  was,  14,8  per  cent  of 
the  vronen  on  direct  relief  were  widowed  and,  ossuning  residence  requirements 
wore  fulfilled,  icie;ht  have  received  aid  for  any  of  their  dependent  children, 
but  10,9  per  cent  v.'ere  divorced  or  separated.    Dependent  children  of  mothers 
in  this  group  could  not  receive  assistance  under  the  Mothers'  Assistance 
Fund  Act  of  Pennsylvania,  in  operation  on  the  survey  date. 


Table  14.  -  Persons  Fifteen  Years  Old  and  Over 
Receiving  Direct  Unemplo;;ment  Relief 
by  Sex,  Marital  Status,  and  Age 
May  31,  1936 

MALES  F"E"M~A"Tir'S 

Married         Divorced  Married  Divorced 

Single         Widowed  Separated    Single         Widowed  Separated 


Persons 

in 
sample 
fifteen 
years  old 

or  over    6,937  8,835  1,067    157  813 


Total 


15 

19 

45.1 

o.e 

0.2 

20 

24 

18.4 

6.6 

0.3 

0.6 

2.6 

25 

29 

7.2 

10.7 

1.1 

2.6 

6.8 

30 

34 

4.5 

11. e 

1.9 

10.8 

9.9 

35 

39 

4.1 

12.6 

5.0 

7.6 

13.3 

40 

44 

3.4 

14.0 

6.2 

13.4 

13.2 

45 

49 

4.4 

11.8 

9.2 

8.9 

11.5 

50 

54 

4.2 

9.7 

11.0 

17.2 

12.5 

55 

59 

3.3 

7.1 

13.2 

12.7 

11.1 

60 

64 

2.5 

6.0 

16.1 

10.6 

9.8 

G5 

69 

1.7 

4.8 

16.7 

12.1 

5.9 

70 

and 

over 

1.0 

4.2 

19.1 

3.2 

3.2 

a/    Persons  of  unknown  age  excluded. 


4,824  8,813  2,725      203  1,804 


61.0 

3.7 

0.2 

1.0 

1.8 

20.3 

11.3 

0.8 

11.4 

6.0 

13.1 

3.0 

5.9 

17.8 

2.7 

13.3 

4.2 

9.4 

16.8 

1.7 

14.9 

8.1 

17.7 

17.9 

1.6 

12.2 

11.1 

18.2 

14.0 

1.5 

9.9 

12.4 

12.8 

8.3 

1.3 

7.0 

12.2 

11.3 

5.3 

0.6 

5.2 

12.1 

6.9 

3.4 

1.3 

4.2 

12.1 

5.2 

1.6 

1.0 

3.1 

9.2 

4.S 

0.9 

1.0 

2.1 

14.5 

5.9 

0.8 

PER  CEl'.T  OF  PERSONS  FIFTEEK  YEARS  OLD  OR  OVER  a/ 
100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0         100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0  100.0 


The  age  distributions  of  both  single  males  and  females  on  unemploy- 
ment relief  rolls  have  the  same  general  appearance  as  the  corresponding  dis- 
tributions for  poor  relief.      Muc}i  greater  proportions  of  the  totals,  hoiv- 
ever,  are  concentrated  under  25  years.    The  median  ages  of  the  single  males 
on  poor  relief  was  43,8  years  and  21.4  years  for  those  on  unemployment  re- 
lief.   The  same  relationship  obtained  with  the  single  v/omen  where  the  median 
of  those  on  poor  relief  was  30,0  years,  and  on  unemplojment  relief  19.1 
years  (Table  16), 

The  age  distribution  of  the  married  persons  receiving  unemplo;/ment 
relief  was  different  from  the  age  distribution  of  those  receiving  poor  re- 
lief.   For  loth  married  males  and  feroB.les  on  EFu'i  rolls  the  proportion  in 
each  age  class  rose  gradually  until  the  thirties,  in  the  case  of  femn.les, 
and  the  forties  in  the  case  of  males,  and  then  declined  at  a  regular  rate 
(Table  14),    The  married  persons  on  poor  relief  were,  on  the  other  hand. 
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concentrated  in  the  higher  ages;  the  proportion  of  married  males  in  each  age 
class  increased  until  the  forties,  dropped,  increased  in  the  fifties,  sind 
continued  to  rise,  reaching  a  maximum  percentage  of  20.9  in  the  70  to  74 
class.    The  distribution  of  married  females  receiving  poor  relief  showed  a 
similar  form  except  that  the  maximum  was  reached  five  years  earlier  (Table 
13). 

V/idowers  receiving  unemployment  relief  were  on  the  average  older  than 
the  widows,  Triiile  the  reverse  v/as  true  of  the  separated.    The  greatest  dis- 
similarity between  the  males  and  females  lay  in  the  groups  reporting  divorces, 
although  the  small  number  of  cases  on  vriiich  the  distributions  were  calcu- 
lated, and  possibilities  of  inaccurate  reporting,  make  the  data  somewhat  in- 
conclusive. 


Table  15.  -  Persons  Fifteen  Years  Old 
Receiving  Aid  from  the 
Federal  Works  Program  by  Sex,  ">arital  Status,  and  Age 
May  31,  1936 


MALES 

FEMALES 

Married  Divorced 

Married  Divorced 

Single         Widowed  Separated 

Single         Widowed  Separated 

Persons 

in 

sample 

fifteen 

years 

old  or 

over      28,122  15,884  1,275      157  92S 

22,592  15,787  2,174       183  1,083 

PER  CEliT  OF  PERSONS  FIFTEEN 

YEARS  OLD  OR  OVER  a/ 

Total      100,0    100,0  100,0  100,0  100,0 

100,0    100,0  100,0    100,0  100,0 

15 

19 

43,8 

0.4 

0.1 

0,1 

62,7 

3.4 

0,2 

1.1 

2,3 

20 

24 

25,7 

6.6 

0.5 

4.1 

22,9 

11,6 

0.7 

4.9 

9,7 

25 

29 

9.8 

11.3 

1.4 

7,0 

7.7 

5,9 

13,5 

1,8 

9.3 

14,2 

30 

34 

4.9 

11.4 

2.8 

11,5 

13.1 

2,1 

12.9 

2,7 

19,8 

13,8 

35 

39 

4.3 

13.7 

5.1 

19,1 

19.1 

1.7 

14.2 

6.6 

16,0 

17,5 

40 

44 

3.1 

13.2 

8,0 

10,2 

14.5 

1.1 

12.5 

9.7 

11.0 

13,5 

45 

49 

2.4 

12.8 

12.6 

15,9 

13,5 

1.0 

11.4 

13.0 

13.2 

10,5 

50 

54 

2,2 

11.3 

15.0 

14,0 

11,6 

0.7 

8.6 

12.9 

8.8 

8.5 

55 

59 

1.7 

8,2 

14.5 

10,8 

8,1 

0.8 

5.9 

11.9 

6.6 

5.6 

60 

64 

1.2 

5.7 

14.4 

7,6 

4,8 

0.5 

3.4 

13.4 

2.2 

2.6 

65 

69 

0.7 

3.7 

12.0 

2,0 

2,1 

0.3 

1.7 

9.9 

3.8 

1.2 

70 

and 

over 

0.2 

1.7 

13,6 

1.9 

1,2 

0,3 

0,9 

17.2 

3.3 

0.6 

a/    Persons  of  unknown  age  excluded. 
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Table  16.  -  Median  Ages  of  Relief  Persons 
by  Agency,  Sex,  and  Marital  Status 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


 MEDIAN    AGE    IN  YEARS  

All  Persons  Single         liarried  WidoTred  Divorced  Separated 
AGEHCY  AND  SEX  in  Stmple    Persons  b/  Persons  Persons  Persons  Persons 

Three  Agencies 


1  CJ.9 
X  ?  .  ^ 

57.7 

44.0 

7<5  n 

Males 

^1  Q 
cX  •  ^ 

A9  Q 

OvJ.U 

Female  s 

OO.C 

OO  .  0 

Ocf  .o 

OD 

utrcuoor  roor  nexiei 

Both  sexes 

38.4 

36.3 

65.4 

67.4 

39.4 

Males 

34.3 

43.8 

66.6 

71.9 

-  c 

Females 

39.8 

30,0 

60,2 

65.7 

-  V 

35.6 

Direct  Unemployment  Rel 

ief 

Both  sexes 

20.9 

19.8 

40.3 

56.2 

44.3 

38.4 

Males 

20.6 

21.4 

42.8 

60.6 

51.8 

46.7 

Females 

21.5 

19.1 

37,9 

54.2 

39.4 

35.6 

Federal  Works  Program 

Both  sexes 

21.6 

19.9 

40.2 

56.3 

42.4 

39,7 

Males 

22.4 

21.2 

42.8 

56.6 

44.7 

40.9 

Females 

20.7 

18.6 

38.0 

56.0 

39.6 

37.9 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
Fifteen  years  old  or  over. 
o/   Median  not  computed  on  fewer  than  one  hundred  cases. 


The  median  age  for  all  persons  receiving  aid  from  V«PA  security  wages 
was  slightly  higher  than  that  for  persons  dependent  on  ERA  grants.  This, 
however,  was  due  to  the  smaller  proportion  of  children  in  the  work  relief 
population.    The  average  ages  of  the  adults  of  each  marital  condition  were 
extremely  close. 

V/ith  the  exception  of  the  widowers  and  separated  males,  the  age  com- 
position of  those  of  each  marital  status  dependent  on  the  Vtorks  Programs 
did  not  differ  materially  from  the  corresponding  distribution  for  those  re- 
ceiving Direct  Unemployment  Relief.    A  somewhat  larger  proportion  of  total 
Direct  Unemployment  Relief  persons  in  the  higher  ages  has  already  been  noted, 
and,  since  it  is  in  these  ages  that  widowhood  is  most  common,  the  differences 
between  the  comparable  groups  of  the  two  agencies  are  not  significant. 

Nativity  of  Those  Receiving  Relief.      Among  other  half-formed  notions 
about  the  relief  population  which  nave  been  given  credence  from  time  to  time, 
none  is  more  incorrect  than  that  the  relief  population  is  largely  alien. 
Again,  a  comparison  with  1930  census  information  is  made,  since  no  more  re- 
cent data  are  available.    In  1930,  approximately  13  per  cent  of  the  State's 
population  was  of  foreign  birth,  whereas  the  sample  of  the  relief  population 
studied  showed  about  10.5  per  cent.    These  crude  percentages  are,  however, 
a  trifle  misleading,  since  the  difference  in  the  proportions  of  children, 
all  but  a  few  of  whom  were  native  bom.  Introduces  a  factor  iwhich  should  be 
removed  before  comparison  is  made.    Table  17  gives  the  percentage  of  foreign 
bom  persons  in  each  ten  year  age  class.    Until  the  thirties,  the  proportion 
is  very  slight,  only  0.7  per  cent  of  the  relief  persons  10  to  19,  and  2.9 
per  cent  of  those  20  to  29  being  of  foreign  birth.    In  the  thirties,  however, 
the  percentage  rises  to  11.9.    It  is  of  interest  to  oonpare  this  with  the 
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proportion  of  the  sane  age  groups  in  the  1930  population  reported  as  foreign 
born  white,  1/  bearing  in  mind  that  death,  emigration,  and  transfer  of  resi- 
dence to  other  states  have  made  changes  since  that  time. 

Table  17,  -  Percentage  of  Foreign  Born  in  the  Relief  Population 

Compared  with  the  Percentage  of  Foreign  Born  White 
^  in  the  Total  Pennsylvania  Population,  1930; 

by  Ten  Year  Age  Classes 


AGE  CLASS 

PER  CENT 
Population 
1930  a/ 

FOREIGN  BORIJ 

Relief  Persons 
1936 

Total 

12.8 

10.4 

Under  10 

O.S 

0.1 

10  -  19 

2.0 

0.7 

20  -  29 

9.5 

2.9 

30  -  39 

24.4 

11.9 

40-49 

28.5 

29.7 

50  -  59 

26.1 

33.9 

60  -  69 

25.5 

30.3 

70  and  over  ■ 

21.7 

36.7 

tj    Based  on  table  24,  page  618  Population  Voltane  II,  Fifteenth  Census  of 
the  United  States. 


It  was  found  that  close  to  25  per  cent  of  Pennsylvania's  1930  popula- 
tion 30  to  39  years  of  age  was  of  foreign  birth,  9.5  per  cent  of  those  20  to 
29  years  old,  2.0  per  cent  of  those  10  to  19  years  old,  and  0.6  of  those 
under  10  years.    In  other  words,  the  younger  portion  of  the  relief  population 
was  less  alien  than  the  1930  population  of  the  same  age  classes. 

Beginning  in  the  forties,  however,  the  proportion  of  relief  persons  of 
foreign  birth  increases.    More  than  30  per  cent  of  persons  40  to  49  receiving 
relief  were  foreign  born,  more  than  a  third  of  those  50  to  59,  31  per  cent 
of  those  SO  to  69,  and  36.7  per  cent  of  the  aged,  70  and  over.    The  total 
population,  however,  e3chibited  the  same  increased  per  cent  of  foreign  bora 
in  the  higher  ages,  although  the  proportions  were  somevrtiat  lower.    Only  in 
the  relief  population  over  fifty  were  foreign  born  persons  over-represented, 
and  it  is  striking  that  the  over-representation  is  so  slight.    Those  of 
foreign  birth  are  sometimes  at  even  a  greater  disadvantage  thaji  are  natives, 
•srtien  age  makes  continued  employment  impossible,  and  the  earnings  of  friends 
and  families  are  too  meager  to  permit  any  substantial  aid. 

About  14  per  cent  of  the  persons  receiving  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  more 
than  11.5  per  cent  of  those  on  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  rolls,  and  9.5  per 
cent  of  the  persons  dependent  on  the  Vforks  Program  were  of  foreign  birth 
(Table  18).    These  differences,  however,  are  almost  entirely  duo  to  the  re- 
latively older  group  receiving  Poor  Relief,  and  have  little  other  significance 


1/    The  presence  of  some  colored  persons  in  the  foreign  bora  population  would 
make  little  difference  in  the  peroentages,  since  the  great  prr)portion  of 
those  of  foreign  birth  are  white. 
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Table  18.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief 
by  Sex,  Nativity,  and  Agency  Providing  Aid 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


Persons 

Persons 

Persons 

Receiving 

Receiving 

Receiving 

SEX  AND  HATIVITY 

Total  Persons 

Outdoor 

Direct 

Aid  from  the 

of 

Poor 

Unemployment 

Federal 

Three  Agencies 

Relief 

Relief 

Works 

Pro  gr  tun 

Persons  in  sample 

151,455 

5,380 

57,895 

88,180 

Uales  in  sample 

77,484 

2,327 

28,796 

46,361 

^  Ckyrt  a  Toe     t  ti     e  OTni^  I  A 
rOIDclXCo     1.11  ocUfl^Xs? 

?9  099 

4.1   ft!  Q 

P  E 

R  CENT 

100»0 

100,0 

100.0 

Native 

89.6 

86.0 

88.4 

90.6 

Foreign  bom 

10.4 

14.0 

11,6 

9.4 

Hales 

100,0 

100,0 

100,0 

100,0 

Native 

88.9 

85,6 

87.3 

90,0 

Foreign  born 

11.1 

14,4 

12.7 

10,0 

Females 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100,0 

Native 

90.3 

86.3 

89,5 

91,2 

Foreign  bom 

9.7 

13,7 

10.5 

8.8 

a/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


A  comparison  of  the  ages  of  the  native  emd  foreign  bora  receiving  re- 
lief appears  on  Table  19.    Only  17  per  cent  of  the  foreign  bom  on  poor  re- 
lief rolls  were  under  50,  as  con^iared  to  about  64  per  cent  of  the  native 
born.    The  foreign  bora  receiving  unemployment  relief,  either  as  direct  grant 
or  security  wages,  also  tended  to  be  much  older  than  the  native  group,  but 
the  concentrations  were  at  somevrtiat  lower  ages  than  for  poor  relief.  About 
45  per  cent  were  between  30  and  49,  and  about  47  per  cent  were  over  50  years 
of  age. 
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Table  19.  -  Persons  I'.eceiving  Relief 
by  nativity,  Ajency  ProT/iding  Aid,  and  Age 
Hay  31,  1936  a/ 


TOTAL  PERSO:>;S  PERSOKS  RECEIVllIG    PERSON'S  RSC£IVIi:G    PERSOl.'S  RECEIVING 
AGE  OF  OUTDOOR  POOR        DIRECT  mrai.TIOnE:JT  AID  FROM  THE  FED- 

TKREE  AGEI'CIES  RELIEF  RELIEF  EPJiL  V.'ORKS  PROGRAJ.^ 


Foreign 

Foreign 

Foreign 

Foreign 

Native 

born 

Kative 

bom 

Native 

born 

native 

born 

Persons 

- 

in 

sample  135,657 

15,798 

4,629 

751 

51,157 

6,738 

79,871 

8,309 

- 

PER    C  E 

K  T  b/ 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

Under  10 

25.1 

0.2 

23.1 

26.8 

0.2 

24.1 

0.2 

10  -  19 

27.6 

1.7 

21.8 

0.5 

28.1 

1,8 

27.6 

1.7 

20  -  29 

15.5 

4.0 

5  •  S 

1.2 

14.1 

3.7 

17.0 

4.4 

30  -  39 

11. e 

13.5 

8.0 

6.0 

11.4 

14.0 

12.0 

13.8  - 

40  -  49 

8.7 

31.6 

5.2 

9.3 

8.4 

31.4 

9.1 

33.8 

50  -  59 

6.0 

26.3 

7.1 

11,2 

5.7 

24.4 

6.1 

29.2 

60  -  69 

3.9 

14.9 

14.7 

30.8 

4.1 

15.7 

3.1 

12.8 

70  and 

over 

1.6 

7.8 

14.6 

40.9 

1.4 

8,8 

1.0 

4.C 

y    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
b/    Persons  of  unknown  age  excluded. 

An  examination  of  the  national  background  of  the  relief  persons  born 
abroad  (Table  20)  indicates  that  approximately  43  per  cent  had  imnirrated 
from  Germany,  Poland,  and  those  parts  of  Central  Europe  that  formerly  con- 
stituted the  Austro-Hungarian  empire.    Approximately  29  per  cent  were  from 
Mediterranean  countries,  mostly  Italy;  13  per  cent  from  llorthwest  Europe, 
including  the  British  Isles  and  Scandanavia;  and  11.5  per  cent  from  Russia, 
the  Baltic  countries,  Roumania  and  Bulgaria.    In  general,  the  pattern  is 
similar  to  that  of  the  total  population. 
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Table  20.  -  Relief  Persons  Born  in  Other  Countries 
by  Place  of  Birth  and  Agency  Providing  Aid 
Kay  31,  1936  a/ 


BIRTH  PLACE 


Total  Persons 
of 

Three  Acencies 


Persons 
Receiving 
Outdoor 
Poor  Relief 


Persons 
Receiving 
Direct 
Unenployment 
Relief 


Persons 
Receiving 
Aid  from 
the  Federal 
Vforks  Program 


Total  persons 
in  sample 

Foreign  born  persons 
in  sample 


All  foreign  born 

Central  Europe  b/ 
Southern  Europe  c/ 
northwest  Europe  ^ 
Eastern  Europe  e/ 
All  other 


51,455 

5,380 

57,895 

88,180 

15,796 

751 

6,738 

8,307 

PER 

CENT 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

42.9 

52.3 

41.0 

43.7 

29.0 

19.8 

27.5 

31.0 

13.4 

19.7 

14.1 

12.3 

11.5 

6.5 

14.4 

9.6 

3.2 

i.e 

3.0 

3.4 

2/ 


Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936, 

Germany,  Poland,  Czechoslovakia,  Austria,  Hungai^,  Jugoslavia 
Italy  and  the  Grecian  and  Spanish  Peninsulas. 

The  British  Isles,  Scandinavia,  The  Netherlands,  Belgium,  Sv/itzerland, 
and  France. 

Russia  and  the  Baltic  countries,  Roumania,  Bulgaria,  Turkey. 


There  was  little  variation  among  the  three  agencies  in  the  national 
composition  of  the  foreign  born  they  assisted.    Poor  Relief  had  a  somewhat 
greater  proportion  of  the  Central  European  stock,  since  they  are  more  heavily 
represented  in  the  higher  age  classes,  and  represent  an  early  wave  of  immi- 
gration.   Relatively  greater  numbers  of  Eastern  Europeans  were  present  on 
ERA  rolls  than  on  the  rolls  of  Poor  Relief  or  the  WPA,  while  Southern  Euro- 
peans formed  a  somewhat  larger  fraction  of  the  foreign  born  WPA  population. 
In  all  agencies,  however.  Central  Europeans  formed  the  largest  group  of 
foreign  born. 

Citizenship  of  the  Relief  P&pulation.    Approximately  95  per  cent  of 
the  persons  receiving  relief  were  citizens  of  the  United  States,  about  90 
|jer  cent  by  birth  and  5  per  cent  by  natxiralization  (Table  21).    The  non- 
citizens  were  for  the  most  part  undeclared  aliens,  although  0.7  per  cent 
of  all  persons  were  aliens  who  had  declared  their  intentions  of  becoming 
citizens  of  the  United  States.    (This  group  represented  6  per  cent  of  the 
non-citizens . ) 
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Table  21.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  and  Citizenship 
Uay  31,  1936  a/ 


Total 

Persons 

Persons  Receiving 

Persons  Receiving 

Persons 

Receiving 

Direct 

Aid  from  the 

■CITIZEWSHIP 

of  Three 

Outdoor 

Unenployment 

Federal 

Agencies 

Poor  Relief 

Relief 

'Jorks  Program 

Total  persons 

in  saraple 

151,455 

5,380 

57,895 

88,180 

PVR      C  V 

Vi  1 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

Citizens  ^ 

Native  born 

89. u 

86.0 

80.4 

*   90. o 

Naturalized 

5.0 

7.1 

5.4 

4.6 

Non-citizens 

Intention  not 

declared 

4.7 

6.4 

5.G 

4.1 

Intention  declared  0.7 

0.4 

0.6 

0.7 

a/  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


In  these  proportions,  there  was  very  little  difference  between  the 
sections  of  the  relief  population  dependent  on  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  Direct 
Unemployment  Relief,  and  aid  from  the  Vtorks  Program.    Poor  Relief  showed  the 
highest  proportions  of  both  naturalized  citizens  and  of  aliens,  while  the 
Works  Program  showed  the  lovrost.    The  proportions  are,  of  course,  a  direct 
result  of  the  nativity  of  the  three  groups,  since  the  foreign  born  were  al- 
most equally  divided  between  oitizons  and  non-citizens. 

Racial  Composition  of  the  Relief  Population.    No  section  of  the  popu- 
lation suffers  so  acutely  during  periods  of  economic  maladjustment  as  the 
colored.    Almost  never  in  the  higher  income  brackets,  the  negro  workers  are 
frequently  the  first  to  be  laid  off  and  the  last  to  be  re-hired.    The  Unem- 
ployment Census  of  1934  revealed  that  only  a  little  over  36  per  cent  of  the 
205,052  employable  negroes  in  urban  areas  had  full  time  jobs,  and  that  about 
half  of  these  more  fortunate  workers  received  less  than  vl2.00  per  week  l/« 
Since  that  time,  both  employment  and  wages  have  made  substantial  gains  in 
this  group  as  in  others  but  there  still  remains  the  problem  of  providing  for 
many  thousands  of  these  negroes  left  destitute  by  depression. 


"T^    "Unemployment  in  Pennsylvania,"  Bulletin  69  of  the  Social  Surveys  Section, 
Department  of  Research  and  Statistics  of  the  State  Emergency  Relief  Board 
(June  17,  1935). 
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Table  22.  -  Race  of  Relief  Persons  May  31,  1936  a/ 
Compared  with  Race  of  the  Entire  Pennsylvania  Population,  1930 


 PER    C  E  K  T  ' 

RACE  All  Persons  "  Relief  Persons 

1930  b/  193C  £/ 

Total  100.0  100.0 

vmite  95.1  87,6 

Negro  4.5  12.3 

Other  0.1  0.1 

77    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936.  — — 
b/    Fifteenth  Census,  Population  Volune  II,  Table  13,  Pa^e  37. 
2/    Direct  Unenplo^/mont  Relief,  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  and  Federal  Works  Program: 
Proportion  found  in  sample  study. 

Over  12  per  cent  of  the  relief  persons  in  the  sample  vrere  colored.  In 
1930,  their  proportion  in  the  total  population  \ms  4.5  per  cent  (Table  22). 
This  over-representation  was  found  for  each  of  the  agencies  studied  and  for 
both  sexes,  although  the  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  rolls  included  a  much 
larger  percentage  than  did  the  population  assisted  by  Poor  Relief  or  by  the 
"I'orks  Program,    iiegro  women  were  particularly  numerous  in  the  Direct  Unemploy- 
ment Relief  population,  forming  16. G  per  cent  of  the  total  number  of  females. 


Table  23.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief 1 
by  Sex,  Race,  and  Agency  Providing  Aid 
Jfey  31,  1936  a/ 


SEX 

Total  Persons 

Persons  Receiv- 

fersons Receiv- 

Persons Receiv- 

AND 

of 

ing  Outdoor  Poor 

ing  Direct 

ing  Aid  from  the 

RACE 

Three  Agencies 

Relief 

Unemployment 

Federal  Works 

Relief 

Program 

Total  persons 

in  sample 

151,455 

5,380 

57,895 

88,180 

Males  in 

san^le 

77,484 

2,327 

28,796 

46,361 

Females  in 

sample 

73,971 

3,053 

29,099 

41,819 

PER  CENT 

Both  sexes 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

TOiite 

87,3 

93,5 

84.9 

89.0 

Negro 

12.3 

6,2 

15.0 

10.9 

Other  b/ 

0.1 

0,2 

0.1 

0.1 

Males 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

TOiite 

88,3 

94.2 

86.G 

89.1 

Negro 

11,5 

5.0 

13.3 

10,8 

Other  b/ 

0.2 

0.2 

0.1 

0.1 

Females 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

White 

86.9 

93.1 

83.3 

89,0 

Negro 

13,0 

6.7 

16.6 

10.0 

Other  ^ 

0.1 

0.2 

0.1 

0.1 

^7    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
^    "Other"  includes  Americein  Indians,  Orientals,  Filipinoes  and  Mexicans. 
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The  influence  of  Philadelphia  and  Allegheny  coiinties  in  the  direct  un- 
employment relief  total  is  very  great,  as  Table  24,  concerninp;  Direct  Unen- 
ployment  Relief  Cases,  indicates. 

Table  24.  -  Proportion  of  the  Total  Population,  1930 
and  Negro  Population,  1930 
in  Philadelphia  and  Allegheny  Coxmties 
Compared  vri.th  the  Proportion  of  All 
Direct  Unemploynent  Relief  Cases 
and  ilegro  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  Cases 
Uay  31,  1936 


Negro 

Total 

Direct  Unemployment 

IJegro 

Direct  Unemployment 

COUIiTY 

Population 

Relief  Cases 

Population 

Relief  Cases 

1930 

May,  1936 

1930 

llay,  1936 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Philadelphia 

20.2 

33.8 

50.9 

63,4 

Allegheny 

14.3 

16.7 

19.3 

21.4 

Balance  of  State  65.5 

49.5 

29.8 

15.2 

These  two  great  motropolitan  centers  have,  in  times  past,  attracted 
large  numbers  of  negro  workers  and  their  families.    Philadelphia,  for  example, 
in  1930  ranked  as  one  of  the  few  northern  cities  with  a  negro  population 
greater  than  10  per  cent  of  the  total.    These  factors  help  explain  the  dis- 
proportionate number  of  negroes  on  relief. 


Vfith  the  exception  of  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  the  negroes  dependent  on 
public  aid  were  on  the  average  older  than  the  white  (Table  25).    The  age  dis- 
tribution of  the  white  ajid  colored  showed  distinctly  different  patterns  for 
all  three  agencies,  with  perhaps  the  greatest  variation  being  evident  for 
those  of  the  two  groups  dependent  on  the  Federal  liVorks  Program.    The  propor- 
tion in  each  five-year  class  of  the  white  work  relief  population  rose  until 
the  10  to  14  class  was  reached,  and  then  declined  until  the  30  to  34  class. 
After  this,  there  is  a  slight  rise  to  the  next  five-year  group,  and  a  slow 
decline  until  the  fifties,  vrtien  the  proportions  decrease  rather  rapidly.  The 
negroes  in  V/PA  cases  showed  much  smaller  proportions  under  5  years  of  age. 
After  this,  there  is  a  slight  rise  to  the  next  age  class,  and  after  a  level- 
ing off  for  two  age  classes,  there  is  a  decline  until  the  20  to  24  age  group 
is  reached,    A  rise  and  an  abrupt  decline  follow,  with  the  maximum  being 
reached  at  35  to  39.    Of  all  the  age  patterns  examined,  this  was  the  only 
instance  of  the  greatest  proportion  of  persons  being  located  in  the  age  class 
which  is,  presumably,  one  for  which  employment  opportunities  should  be  great- 
est. 

The  same  characteristic  of  concentrations  at  these  middle  ages  is  shown 
by  the  distribution  of  negroes  on  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  rolls,  although 
the  maximum  reached  is  not  as  great  as  was  found  for  those  on  the  Federal 
Works  Program.    Even  the  proportions  for  the  negroes  on  Poor  Relief  show  a 
slight  rise  at  the  middle  years,  although  here  the  age  composition  of  whites 
and  negroes  shows  a  much  smaller  difference  and,  when  plotted,  both  distribu- 
tions have  a  U-shaped  appearajice. 
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Although  there  v/ere  relatively  large  nurabers  of  young  negro  adults  in 
Works  Frogran  cases  as  v^ell  as  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  the  group  on  the 
Works  Program  included  a  much  greater  proportion  of  men;  in  fact,  the  ratio 
of  males  to  females  vm.s  distinctly  different  (Table  26). 


Table  26.  -  Ratio  of  Colored  Males  to  Colored  Females 
by  Age  Class  for  Colored  Persons  Receiving 
Unemployment  Relief  a/ 
Kay  31,  1936 


 COLORED  MALES  PER  Hiri\IDRSD  COIORED  FS?M.LES  

Direct  UnemplojTnent  Relief  Federal  Y/orks  Program 


Total 

79.5 

110,5 

Under  10 

101.7 

97,2 

10  -  19 

94.9 

94.3 

20  -  29 

51, S 

98.4 

30  -  39 

62.7 

113.7 

40  -  49 

69.5 

146.4 

50  -  59 

81.3 

145.5 

60  -  69 

94,1 

159,5 

70  and  over 

107.1 

77,1 

0^    Outdoor  relief  ratios  not  computed  because  of  the  small  numbers  in  some 
age  classes. 


On  both  the  Works  Program  and  Direct  Unenplojonent  Relief,  a  much 
greater  proportion  of  the  negro  relief  cases  v/ere  in  the  so-callod  "single- 
person"  or  "non- family"  group  than  vras  true  of  the  white  cases.  2/ 

The  marital  condition  of  the  colored  persons  of  marriageable  age  is 
evidence  of  the  relative  instability  of  colored  family  relationships.  Single 
negroes  of  both  sexes  formed  a  smaller  proportion  of  the  total  than  did  single 
white  persons,  but  v/idov/s  and  persons  v/ho  had  separated  from  their  spouses 
were  more  numerous  in  the  colored  relief  population.    This  was  especially 
noted  in  the  colored  %vomen  on  direct  relief  rolls;  approximately  48  per  cent 
of  the  total  niimber  15  and  over  v/ere  v/idowed,  divorced,  or  separated,  as 
compared  with  about  21  per  cent  of  the  white  v/omen  receiving  direct  relief. 
While  these  proportions  were  also  high  for  the  colored  males  receiving  Direct 
Unemployment  Relief,  and  for  the  colored  of  both  sexes  receiving  aid  from  the 
Federal  'iV'orks  Program,  the  difference  from  the  corresponding  vfhite  classes 
was  not  nearly  so  great. 


V'    See  Chapter  II.    Over  41  per  cent  of  ERA  and  30  per  cent  of  V.TA  colored 
cases  were  single  persons. 
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Table  27.  -  Persons  Fifteen  Years  Old 
and  Over  Eeceiving  Unemployment  Eelief 
by  Race,  Sex,  and  Karital  Status 
V&y  31,  1936 


Persons  Receiving 


SEX  AlID  I'ARITAL  STATUS 

Persons  Receiving 
Direct  Unemplojinent  Relief 

Aid 
Federal 

from  the 
V/br]:s  Program 

V.'hite 

Colored 

1/ 

Vmite 

Colored 

 .  

—  ■  

cLIiU.        V  f  1 

30,627 

15,551 

50  643 

6  ,804 

15,556 

2,253 

27,260 

3,654 

and  over 

15,071 

3,298 

23,363 

3,]50 

PER  CS'iCT  CF 

'  PiJRSOl.'S  FIFTEEN  YEARS  OLD 

OR  OVER 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

S In^lo 

33.5 

27.2 

35.8 

27.2 

51.1 

36  mZ 

55.1 

55.1 

Widowed 

9.4 

16.5 

5.7 

7.9 

Divorced 

1.0 

0.8 

o.e 

0.4 

Gepe.rfi"tcd 

5.0 

19.3 

2.7 

9.4 

I'lc;,  X  ^  O 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

39.4 

36.0 

42.1 

32.5 

'.a  a  J.  ^  i-t 

50.3 

44.8 

51. c 

51.9 

Yficor/ed 

5.7 

7.7 

3.9 

Eivorced 

1.0 

0.3 

0.5 

0.5 

Separated 

3.6 

11.2 

2.1 

9.6 

Fenxiles 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Si:i;-;le 

27.4 

21.2 

28.5 

21.1 

Married 

51.8 

30.3 

59.5 

58.8 

Widov/ed 

13.2 

22.5 

7.9 

10.6 

Divorced 

1.1 

1.1 

0,7 

0.4 

Separated 

6.5 

24.9 

3.4 

9.1 

a/    Negroes  and  persons  of  "Other  race." 
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Table  28.  -  Persons  Born  in  the  United  States; 
by  Place  of  Birth,  Race,  and  Apency  Providing  Aid 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


Persons        Persons  P-eceivinf- 


RACE  AKD 
BIP.THPLACE 


Total  Persons 
of 

Throe  Afrencies 


Persons  Receivin,'- 
Receiving  Direct 
Outdoor  Unemployment 
Poor  Relief  Relief 


Total  persons  in 

sample 
Persons  in  sample 

horn  in  U.S. 
ViTiite  persons  in 

sample  born  in 

U.  S. 
Colored  persons 

in  sample  born 

in  U.S. 


151,155 
135,657 

117,062 

18,595 


5,380 
4,529 

4,284 

345 

E  R  CENT 


57,895 
51,157 

42,497 

8,660 


All  persons  bom 

in  U.S.  100.0              100.0  100.0 

Born  in  Penn- 
sylvania 87.2                91.2  85,6 

Bom  in  other 

States  12.8                  8.8  14.4 

V/hite  persons 

bom  in  U.S.  100,0              100.0  100.0 
Born  in  Penn- 
sylvania 93,9                93.3  93,8 

Bora  in  other 

States  6.1                  6.4  6,2 

Colored  _b/  persons 

born  in  U.S.  100.0              100,0  100.0 

Bora  in  Penn- 
sylvania 44.5                61.2  45,3 

Born  in  other 

States  55,5                38.8  54,7 


Aid 
from  the 
Federal 
"'orks  Prof;ram 

88,180 
79,871 

70,281 

9,590 

100,0 
87,9 
12.1 

100.0 
94.1 
5.9 

100,0 
43,2 
56,8 


^7  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
b^    Includes  persons  of  "other"  race. 
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CHAPTER  II 
CASES  RECEIVING  RELIEF 


The  basic  unit  in  relief  administration  is  the  "case."    To  be  useful, 
it  has  to  be  flexibly  defined  and  can  be  a  person,  a  family,  or  a  household 
made  up  of  ixnrelated  individuals  living  together.    This  lack  of  precise 
definition,  hoivever,  prevents  it  from  being  an  altogether  satisfactory  unit 
for  the  measurement  of  either  the  size  or  cliaractor  of  the  relief  population. 
Over  a  period  of  time,  varying  proportions  of  unattached  individuals  and 
family  or  other  groups  in  the  total  caseload  somoti-nes  make  it  difficult  to 
interpret  changes  that  are  taking  place  in  its  composition,  v/hile  even  on 
one  date  there  is  considerable  variation  from  agency  to  agency  and  locality 
to  locality  in  the  way  the  unit  tends  to  be  interpreted. 

It  is  none  the  less  true  that  a  complete  understanding  of  the  char- 
acteristics of  those  on  assistance  rolls  cannot  be  reached  by  merely  count- 
ing heads  and  determining  the  nxomber  of  different  kinds  of  persons  found, 
since  most  of  them  live  together  in  family  groups,  and  since  many  of  the 
things  about  them  that  are  of  importance  are  measurable  only  on  a  case  basis. 
BecR'jse  of  the  problems  of  definition  previously  pointed  out,  the  "cases" 
classified  in  this  section  are  the  persons  or  groups  so  designated  by  the 
several  agencies  studied. 

Size  of  Case.    The  rolls  of  all  three  of  the  agencies  studied  included 
a  large  proportion  of  one-person  cases,  the  group  frequently  referred  to  as 
the  "non-family"  or  "single-person"  caseload.    Over  half  of  the  Outdoor  Poor 
Reliefj  ZH  per  cent  of  the  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  and  15  per  cent  of  the 
cases  dependent  on  the  Federal  Works  Program  included  but  one  person.  (See 
Table  29.) 


Table  29.  -  Relief  Cases  by  Number  of 
Persons  in  Case  and  Agency  Providing  Aid 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


1!UMBER  OF 

Total 

Direct 

Federal 

PERSONS  IN 

for  Three 

Outdoor  Poor 

Unemployment 

Works 

CASE 

Agencies 

Relief 

Relief 

Program 

Number  of  cases 

in  sairqjle 

42,103 

2,505 

17,221 

22,377 

PER    C  E 

NT    OF  CASE 

S 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

One  person 

22.8 

51.7 

28.7 

15.0 

Two  persons 

18.1 

23.3 

18.4 

17.3 

Three  persons 

15.7 

8.3 

14.2 

17.8 

Foxxr  persons 

13.2 

6.2 

11.4 

15.4 

Five  persons 

10.1 

4.2 

9.0 

11.3 

Six  persons 

7.1 

2.2 

6.4 

8.2 

Seven  persons 

5.0 

2.1 

4.4 

5.7 

Eight  persons 

3.4 

1.0 

3.2 

3.9 

Nine  persons 

2.1 

0.4 

2.0 

2.3 

Ten  persons 

1.3 

0.3 

1.3 

1.3 

Over  ten  persons 

1.2 

0.3 

1.0 

1.5 

"a^    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
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Dot  only  was  the  percentage  of  sinnle-person  cases  greater  for  Outdoor 
Poor  Relief  tlian  it  vms  for  either  Direct  Unemploynent  Relief  or  the  Federal 
Vt'orks  Progran,  but  there  -were,  on  the  average,  fewer  large  families.  Only 
6.3  per  cent  of  all  Poor  Relief  cases  v/ere  mode  up  of  more  than  five  persons, 
a  figure  in  marked  contrast  to  the  18,3  per  cent  of  ERA  cases,  and  the  22.9 
per  cent  of  the  V/PA  cases  that  included  from  six  to  fifteen  members. 

The  median  ^/  size  of  case  provides  a  convenient,  even  though  a  some- 
what artificial,  vmy  of  indicating  the  differences  between  the  three  agencies 
studied.    The  average  Federal  V.'orks  Program  case,  measured  in  this  way,  in- 
cluded 3.5  persons  and  the  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  case  included  2.7 
persons,  while  the  large  proportion  of  one-person  cases  in  the  Poor  Relief 
population  reduces  the  median  to  slightly  less  than  1.5  persons.    If  the 
"single  persons"  are  removed  and  the  median  recomputed,  the  relative  position 
of  the  three  agencies  remains  \inchanged.    Poor  Relief  families  average  2.5 
persons,  while  the  median  for  ERA  families  rises  to  3.8  persons  and  the 
median  for  "rVorks  Program  families  becomes  4.0. 


Table  30.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief;  by  Size  of 
Case  and  Agency  Providing  Aid 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


KU13ER  OF 

Total 

Direct 

Federal 

PERSOIIS  IK 

for  Three 

Outdoor  Poor 

Unemployment 

Vtorks 

CASE 

Agencies 

Relief 

Relief 

Program 

Number  persons 

in  sample 

151,455 

5,380 

57,895 

88,180 

PER    C  E  N 

T      OF      P  E  R  S 

0  K  S 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

One  person 

6.3 

24.1 

8.5 

3.8 

Two  persons 

10.1 

21.7 

11.0 

8.8 

Three  persons 

13.2 

11.6 

12.7 

13.6 

Four  persons 

14.7 

11.6 

13.5 

15.5 

Five  persons 

14.0 

9.8 

13.3 

14.7 

Six  persons 

11.8 

6.1 

11.3 

12.5 

Seven  persons 

9.7 

6,8 

9.1 

10.2 

Eight  persons 

7.7 

3.9 

7.6 

7.9 

Nine  persons 

5.2 

1.5 

5.4 

5.3 

Ten  persons 

3.5 

1.3 

3.9 

3.4 

Over  ten  persons 

3.9 

1.6 

3.5 

4.3 

a/    Outdoor  Poor 

Relief,  July  31, 

1936 

Another  way  of  viewing  the  composition  of  the  caseload  is  in  terms  of 
the  proportion  of  persons  included  in  cases  of  each  size.    Although  only  one 
quarter  of  the  Poor  Relief  cases  ivere  composed  of  three  or  more  persons,  54 
per  cent  of  the  persons  receiving  Poor  Relief  were  members  of  these  larger 
trnits . 

l/    Since  cases  by  size  form  a  discrete  series,  each  case  size  must  be  as- 
sumed to  run  from  the  half  person  value  just  belotr  it  in  magnitude  to 
the  half  person  value  just  above  it,  in  order  that  the  value  of  the  class 
will  fall  at  tlie  midpoint.    Thus,  the  median  for  the  Federal  Works  Pro- 
gram is  in  the  class  of  three-person  cases  v;hich  is  assumed  to  have  class 
limits  running  from  2.6  to  3.5.    The  fraction  necessary  to  obtain  50  per 
cent  is  therefore  added  to  the  lower  limit,  2.5  and  not  3.0. 
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The  percentage  of  all  persons  inoludod  in  cases  of  three  or  more  vras 
even  f;reator  for  the  other  tv.t)  at^encies.    Over  four-fift-.hs  of  the  persons  re- 
ceivinj:  Direct  Unemplcyr.ent  Relief,  enc'  over  C7  per  cent  of  those  on  I'lTA 
rolls,  were  nembers  of  cases  includinr;  nore  than  tvro  persons.    In  fact,  the 
relative  importance  of  the  larger  cases  in  the  total  is  inore  evident  if  it 
is  noted  that  45. C  per  cent  of  those  receiving  aid  from  security  wages,  and 
40. e  per  cent  of  the  persons  receiving  Direct  Uneifploynent  Relief,  were 
members  of  cases  that  included  six  or  more  persons. 

Household  Size  and  Case  Size,    The  difficulties  involved  in  the  use 
of  the  relief  case  as  a  unit  of  study  are  apparent  v.iien  one  attempts  to  ana- 
lyze relationships  T.itliin  the  case.    For  msjiy  years  the  United  States  Census 
Bureau  has  recognized  the  necessity  for  providing  a  one-person  familj'  classi- 
fication, and  has  also  found  it  desirable  to  exclude  persons  not  related  to 
the  family  head  v^hen  family  size  is  computed.    These  problem.s,  end  others, 
attend  the  study  of  the  "case".    Just  as  a  household  may  include  a  number  of 
persons  who  are  not  members  of  a  family  in  the  narrow  sense,  so  households 
and  families  can  include  relief  cases  along  vdth  non-relief  persons.    It  is 
for  this  reason  that  reference  to  "unattached"  or  "non-family"  relief  cases 
is  to  be  regretted,  since  many  of  them  are  unattached  only  as  a  convenient 
administrative  fiction.    Thus,  an  unemplojTnent  relief  visitor,  or  an  over- 
seer of  the  poor,  iray  find  that  if  assistance  is  given  to  one  person  in  a 
household,  no  further  relief  is  necessary.    Similar  factors  complicate  anal- 
ysis of  the  larger  cases,  although  to  a  much  smaller  degree.    Here  the  "doubl- 
ing up"  of  a  relief  case  vrith  a  non-relief  family,  the  return  of  a  far.:ily 
member  who  may  be  self-supporting,  or  the  inclusion  of  paid  boarders  in  the 
household,  all  tend  to  make  the  relief  case  and  the  household  itself  some- 
what different  units. 

For  the  purpose  of  the  study,  a  household  v/as  defined  as  a  group  of 
persons  living  together  in  one  housekeeping  unit  at  one  address.    The  compar- 
ative size  of  these  households  including  relief  cases,  and  the  relief  cases 
themselves,  is  shown  in  Table  31. 

Table  31.  -  I'-edian  Size  of  Kelief  Cases 
Compared  with  the  I'edian  Size 
of  Households  in  V.Tiich  Relief  Cases  are  Included,  by  Agency 

I.'iay  31,  1936  a/ 


AGENCY 

IJEDIAIJ  SIZE 

of  Relief  cases 

of  Households  Including 
Relief  Cases 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief 

1.5 

2.5 

Direct  Unemployment  Relief 

2,7 

3.3 

Federal  Works  Program 

3.5 

4.0 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


These  averages  give  a  quantitative  expression  of  the  difference  be- 
tvreen  the  case  and  the  household,  or  family,  as  they  are  generally  consid- 
ered.   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  and  the  Vforks  Program 
shovred  wide  differences,  a  fact  which  makes  the  large  proportion  of  single- 
person  cases  somewhat  more  reasonable.    The  slightly  smaller  difference  be- 
tvreen  the  two  averages  for  the  IVorks  Program  should  be  borne  in  mind,  how- 
ever, as  later  tables  are  presented.    Of  all  the  cases  of  the  throe  agencies 
studied,  those  dependent  on  security  wages  most  nearly  approximated  the  true 
family  or  household  groups. 

Although  it  would  be  necessary  to  take  into  consideration  household 
sire  before  any  very  valuable  conclusions  might  be  drawn,  a  comparison  of 
the  proportion  of  cases  equaling  the  household  in  size  with  those  cases  in 
which  the  household  is  larger  illustrates  in  a  somewhat  different  way  the 
point  under  discussion  (Table  32.) 
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Table  32.  -  Per  cent  of  Relief  Cases  of  Each  Size 
That  Are  Included  in  Households  Tfhich 
Are  Larger  than  the  Included  Cases; 
hy  Case  Size  and  Agency 
liay  31,  1936  a/ 


iroUBEE  OF  PER 

CEin:  OF  CASES  INCLUDED  IN 

HOUSEHOLDS  THAT  EXCEED 

CASE  i::  SIZE 

PERSONS 

Three 

Outdoor 

Direct  Unenployment 

Federal 

IN  CASE 

Relief                 T'orks  Program 

PER    C  E 

N  T 

All  eases 

13.9 

14.8 

10.9 

One  person 

28.2 

47.5 

26.6 

23.2 

Two  persons 

25  .2 

13.6 

12.7 

Three  persons 

ii.e 

24.9 

12.8 

10.2 

Four  persons 

9.6 

15.4 

11.5 

8.3 

Five  persons 

7,6 

14.2 

8,3 

7.0 

Six  persons 

6.3 

-i/, 

5.2 

6.7 

Seven  persons 

5.1 

4.2 

5.5 

Eight  persons 

5.9 

4.9 

6.6 

Nine  persons 

3.1 

2.9 

•t  T 
O  .v> 

Ten  persons 

3.9 

4.9 

3,3 

Ten  and  over 

3.3 

4.0 

2.8 

a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936, 
d/   Percentages  not  computed  for  groups  contairiing  fewer  than  one  hundred 


cases. 


Age  Composition  of  Relief  Cases.    An  analysis  of  a  caseload  into  the 
cases  of  different  sizes  is  basic  but  it  produces  little  information  about 
the  cases  themselves.    All  that  it  makes  possible  is  a  distinction  between 
individuals  in  need  of  help  and  family  groups  in  need  of  help.    An  examina- 
tion of  the  ages  of  case  members,  their  sex,  race,  and  other  factors,  is 
necessary  before  any  significant  conclusions  can  be  drawn. 

Of  all  these  characteristics,  none  is  of  greater  importance  than  age. 
It  is  the  presence  or  absence  of  persons  between  16  and  64  years  of  age  that 
largely  determines  the  family's  opportimity  to  receive  future  income  from 
private  employment,  while  the  inclusion  of  aged  persons  or  dependent  children 
may  partially  explain  the  family's  need  for  help.    On  the  basis  of  a  simple 
age  classification  of  case  members  into  those  under  16,  those  16  to  64,  and 
those  65  and  over,  seven  groups  are  possible:    the  case  iimy  include  members 
from  all  three  age  groups;  there  may  be  children  and  persons  16  to  64;  chil- 
dren and  persons  65  and  over;  or  persons  65  and  over  with  persons  16  to  64; 
finally,  all  case  members  may  fall  in  the  same  age  group,  i,e,,  all  chil- 
dren, all  persons  16  to  64,  or  all  persons  65  and  over.    If  the  single- 
person  cases  are  first  excluded  and  this  classification  is  applied  to  thfl 
families  provided  for  by  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  Direct  Unemployment  Relief, 
or  the  Federal  Works  Program,  three  family  types  include  more  than  nine- 
tenths  of  the  families  (See  Table  33). 
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Table  33.  -  Relief  Families  by  Type  and  Agency 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


TYPE  OF  CASE 

Total  Cases 
for  Three 
Agencies 

Outdoor 
Poor 
Relief 
Cases 

Direct  Unenw 
ployment 
Relief 
Cases 

Cases  Depend- 
ent on 
Federal 

Tforks  Progran 

Number  of*  cases  in  sample 

42,103 

2,505 

17,221 

22,377 

Number  of  Family  Cases  in 
Sample 

32,501 

PER  C 

1,210 

E  N  T 

12,275 

19,016  , 

Total  Family  Cases 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

Families  of  two  or  more 
composed  of  persons  16 
to  64  and  children 
under  16 

64.9 

50.8 

66.5 

64,7 

Families  of  two  or  more 
oonqjosed  of  persons  16 
to  64  bvit  no  children 

23.4 

12.3 

21.5 

25,3 

Families  of  two  or  more 
composed  of  persons  16 
to  64  and  aged  persons 
65  and  over 

6.5 

15,1 

6.3 

6.1 

All  other  family  combinations  5»2 

21,8 

5.7 

3.9 

a7 Outdoor  Poor  Relief  Cases,  July  31,  1936. 


The  most  common  family  pattern  in  the  relief  population  was  that  of 
one  or  more  adults  between  the  ages  of  16  and  64,  together  with  one  or  more 
children  under  16.    Two-thirds  of  the  unemployment  relief,  and  half  of  the 
poor  relief,  families  were  of  this  type.    The  second  largest  class  was  of 
families  in  which  all  menibers  were  16  to  64.    This  group  formed  a  quarter 
of  the  family  cases  dependent  on  security  wages,  a  fifth  of  those  receiving 
uner^loyment  relief,  but  only  twelve  per  cent  of  the  Outdoor  Relief  fani- 
lies.    The  third  family  type  con^irising  a  significant  fraction  of  the  total 
was  the  combination  of  one  or  more  persons  16  to  64  with  one  or  more  older 
persons.    This  group  was  small  for  unemployment  relief,  amounting  to  only 
6  per  cent,  but  it  included  15  per  cent  of  the  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  family 
cases. 

The  other  four  types  of  families  were  of  importance  only  in  the  Out- 
door Poor  Relief  caseload,  where  they  formed  over  a  fifth  of  the  total, 
again  pointing  to  the  differences  between  the  unemployment  and  poor  relief 
populations  that  was  noted  nrfien  discussing  the  age  distributions  of  the  per- 
sons.   Most  of  these  cases  are  either  aged  couples  or  aged  persons  living 
with  children  under  16. 

A  classification  of  this  sort  is  useful,  b\it  the  conclusion  that  the 
families  including  children  under  16  were  nearly  all  of  the  "normal"  type 
would  be  incorrect  (See  Table  34).    Actually,  a  quarter  of  the  children  in- 
cluded in  cases  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  and  over  two-thirds  of 
those  in  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  cases  were  members  of  broken  fsimily  groups; 
that  is,  families  in  which  one  or  both  of  the  parents  were  absent.  The 
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■Works  Program,  tending  as  it  did  tov/ard  the  more  usual  family  pattern,  showed 
86  per  cent  of  the  children  under  16  living  with  both  parents. 

All  but  a  Siiall  proportion  of  these  broken  family  groups  in  v;^hich 
children  vrere  present  v/ere  of  the  "motlier  present  -  father  absent"  type. 

Table  34.  -  Children  Under  Sixteen  Receiving  Relief  by 
Agency  Providing  Aid,  and  by  Presence  or  Absence 
of  Parents 
liay  31,  1936  a/ 


Direct  Federal 


FAMILY  STATUS 

Total  for 

Outdoor 

Une  mp  1  o  yme  nt 

Tforks 

Three  Agencies 

Poor  Relief 

Relief 

Prograr 

Children  under 

sixteen  in  sample 

58,123 

1,862 

23,271 

32,990 

PER  CEHT  OF  CHILDREN  UNDER  SIXTEEII 

Total 

lOO.C 

100.0 

100.  C 

100.0 

Living  with  both 

parents 

79,7 

31.5 

74,8 

85.9 

Living  vd.th  mother. 

father  absent 

15.7 

64.0 

20. S 

9*3 

Living  with  father. 

mother  absent 

2,8 

1.1 

2.5 

3.1 

Living  with  others. 

botli  parents  absent 

1.3 

3.4 

1.8 

1.7 

a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1935. 

This  was  particularly  noticeable  on  the  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  caseload, 

where  65  per  cent  of  the  children  v^ere  living  with  only  one  of  the  parents, 

\rfiile  more  than  3  per  cent  were  living  with  other  relatives  or  with  friends. 


Table  35.  -  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  Cases 
by  Size  and  Number  of 
Children  Under  Sixteen 
July  31,  1936 


PER  CEOT  OF  CASES  VnTH  SPECIFIED 

NUMBER  OF  Number  of  NUIfflER  OF  CHILDREN  mmSR  16 

PERSONS  Cases  in  S¥-^~ 

IN  CASE  Sample      Total  None    One    Two  Three  Four  Five    Six  or  more 

Total  2,505        100.0  73,7    7,3    5,9    5,7    3,0    2.1      1,5  0,8 


One  person 

1,295 

100,0 

Two  persons 

583 

100,0 

Three  persons 

209 

100,0 

Four  persons 

156 

100,0 

Five  persons 

106 

100.0 

Over  five  persons 

156 

100,0 

99.8    0.2      -  -        -  - 

83.2  16,3    0,5  -        -  - 

27.3  31.1  40,7  0,9  -  - 
7,1  7.7  29o5  55.1  0,6  - 
0,9    1,9  10,4  41.5  44o3  0.9 

0,3    3.2    1,9  6,4  18,0  32,7    23o7  13.5 
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About  2G  per  cont  of  the  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  casos,  and  54  per  cent  of 
tho  families,  included  c}iildren  under  IG.    It  was  the  presence  of  children 
that  was  responsible  for  the  size  of  the  larger  units  and  is  worth  special 
attention  v/hen  the  case  includes  no  adult  or  only  one  adult,  since  it  is  this 
type  of  case  that  accounts  for  over  half  of  the  cliildren  in  Outdoor  Poor  Re- 
lief cases.    Table  35  shoT/s  16.0  per  cent  of  the  two-person  cases,  41. G  of 
the  three-person  cases,  55.7  of  the  four-person  cases,  and  45.2  of  the  five- 
person  cases,  were  of  this  type. 

Of  even  greater  numerical  importance  in  the  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  case- 
load were  cases  including  persons  65  and  over  (Table  36).    Half  of  the  case- 
load had  one  or  more  persons  in  the  upper  age  brackets,  and  in  a  considerable 
number  of  cases  there  were  no  meribers  under  the  age  of  65;  in  fact,  two- 
thirds  of  the  single-person  cases  and  38  per  cent  of  the  two-person  cases 
were  aged  persons  or  aged  couples. 

Table  36.  -  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  Cases  by 
Size  and  Number  of  Persons 
65  and  over 
July  31,  1936 


NUMBER 

Number  of 

PER 

CENT  OF 

CASES 

VflTH  SPECIFIED 

OF  PERSONS 

Cases  in 

NUMBER  OF 

PKRSONS 

IK  CASE 

Sample 

65  AND  OVER 

Total 

None 

One 

Two  or  more 

Total 

2,505 

100,0 

49,3 

40,D 

9.8 

One  person 

1,295 

100,0 

36,4 

63,6 

Two  persons 

583 

100.0 

37.2 

24,7 

38,1 

Three  persons 

209 

100,0 

74.3 

15,3 

10.1 

Four  persons 

156 

100.0 

88,5 

9.6 

1,9 

Five  persons 

106 

100.0 

97,2 

2.8 

Over  five  persons 

156 

100,0 

96,2 

3,8 

Although  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  oases  did  not  r\m  to  the  same  ex- 
tremes in  the  proportion  of  broken  families  and  aged  persons,  smaller  per- 
centages are  frequently  of  much  more  significance,  since  there  yrere  more 
oases  involved  and  since  the  average  number  of  persons  per  case  was  larger 
(Table  37).    Thus,  the  fact  that  about  25    V  per  cent  of  the  children  under 
16  were  in  cases  which  excluded  the  mother,  father,  or  both  parents,  has 
more  far-reaching  implications  for  relief  administration  than  does  the  69 
per  cent  found  on  poor  relief  rolls,  since  almost  five  times  as  many  chil- 
dren are  affected. 


1/   Table  34 
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Table  37.  -  Direct  Unenploymont  Relief  Cases; 
by  Size  and  by- 
Number  of  Children  under  16 
May  SI,  1S36 


PER  CERT  OK  CASES  WITH  SPECIFIED 


HUIIBSR  OF  Number  of  NUMBER  OF  PERSOIIS  TJtlDER  IG 


PERSONS 
IN  CASE 

Cases  in 
Sanqjle 

Total 

None 

One 

T^TO 

Three 

Four 

Five 

Six 

Seven 
or  more 

17 

,221 

100,0 

50.1 

15,8 

11.3 

8,8 

5.6 

3.7 

2.2 

2,0 

One  person 

4 

,946 

100.0 

99.9 

-a/ 

f  _ 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

ino  persons 

3 

,170 

100,0 

82,0 

18,0 

Three  persons 

2 

,448 

100.0 

28,4 

57,8 

13.8 

Four  persons 

1 

,965 

100,0 

13.9 

21,7 

55.1 

9.3 

Five  persons 

1 

,544 

100,0 

5.5 

12.4 

21.2 

54.5 

6.4 

Six  persons 

1 

,094 

100,0 

1.9 

7.3 

15.3 

24.1 

47.5 

3.8 

Seven  persons 

753 

100,0 

0.9 

3.9 

11.0 

19.7 

20.8 

42.1 

1.3 

Eight  persons 

553 

100,0 

0.2 

2.0 

3.S 

9.3 

19.5 

25.0 

38.5 

1.4 

Nine  persons 

348 

100.0 

0.5 

2.3 

5.7 

13.8 

23.9 

20.7 

33.0 

Ten  persons 

224 

100,0 

0.4 

3.1 

8.0 

20.1 

22.3 

46.0 

Over  ten  persons 

176 

100.0 

O.S 

1,7 

0.6 

3.4 

9.7 

13.6 

70.4 

a7 Less  than    .05  per  cent. 


Half  of  the  cases  and  70  per  cent  of  the  families  receiving  Direct 
Unemployment  Relief  included  children  under  16.    In  all  of  the  very  large 
cases  of  nine  or  more  persons,  there  was  at  least  one  child  under  16,  and 
only  a  small  proportion  of  the  cases  of  five  to  eight  persons  were  composed 
entirely  of  adults.    A  comparison  of  the  proportion  of  children's  cases 
that  included  only  one  adult  with  the  corresponding  proportions  fotind  for 
Outdoor  Poor  Relief  cases,  indicates  that  the  relative  number  of  such  cases 
increased  with  the  size  of  the  Poor  Relief  case,  but  decreased  with  the 
size  of  the  Unemployment  Relief  case.    Eighteen  per  cent  of  the  two-person 
cases  on  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  included  one  adult j  13.8  per  cent  of 
the  three-person  cases;  9.3  per  cent  of  the  foxu'-person  cases;  6.4  per  cent 
of  the  five-person  cases;  3,8  per  cent  of  the  six-person  cases;  1.6  per 
cent  of  the  seven-person  cases;  and  1,4  per  cent  of  the  eases  including 
more  than  seven  persons,  were  of  the  one-adult  and  children  type. 

About  12  per  cent  of  the  families  and  about  13  per  cent  of  the  Di- 
rect Unemployment  Relief  cases  included  persons  over  64  years  of  age  (Table 
38).    AlEiost  half  of  these  cases  were  aged  single  persons  or  aged  couples, 
while  another  20  per  cent  were  coursed  of  an  aged  person  and  someone  be- 
tween the  ages  of  16  and  64. 

While  the  problem  of  unemployability  is  treated  elsetrtiere  in  this 
report,  it  may  be  pointed  out  in  connection  with  this  discussion  of  age 
composition  that  these  aged  relief  pyersons  form  an  important  section  of 
those  whose  need  for  help  arises  primarily  from  reasons  other  than  unem- 
ployment as  the  term  is  usually  used.    Cases  in  which  all  members  were 
over  64,  together  with  combinations  of  aged  persons  and  children  under  16, 
comprised  about  6.5  per  cient  of  all  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  cases  stud- 
led. 
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Table  38.  -  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  Cases j 
by  Size  and  Nximber  of 
Persons  65  and  over 
May  31,  1936 


mJMBER  OF  Number  of  PER  CENT  OF  CASES  MTH  SPECIFIED 

PERSONS  IN  Cases  in  NUMBER  OF  PERSONS  65  AND  OVER 


CASE 

Total 

None 

One 

Total 

17,221 

100.0 

86.7 

10.9 

2.4 

One  person 

4,946 

100.0 

83.5 

16.5 

Tvro  persons 

3,170 

100.0 

77,2 

14.4 

8.4 

Three  persons 

2,448 

100.0 

87.8 

8.7 

3.5 

Four  persons 

1,965 

100.0 

91.6 

7.0 

1.4 

Five  persons 

1,544 

100.0 

92.5 

6.2 

1.2 

Six  persons 

1,094 

100.0 

94.0 

5.3 

0.7 

Seven  persons 

753 

100.0 

95.4 

4.2 

0.4 

Eight  persons 

553 

100.0 

94.6 

5.2 

0.2 

Nine  persons 

348 

100.0 

95.4 

4.6 

Ten  persons 

224 

100.0 

95.5 

3.3 

0.9 

Over  ten  persons 

176 

100.0 

93.2 

6.8 

Relief  cases 

that  had  been 

transferred 

to  the 

Federal 

Vforks  Program 

were  similar  to  those  that  remained  on  Cireot  Unemployment  Relief  rolls  as 
far  as  the  inclusion  of  children  is  concerned  (See  Table  39).    The  slightly 
higher  percentage  of  cases  in  »rtiich  children  \inder  16  v;ere  present  was  due 
entirely  to  the  presence  of  a  larger  proportion  of  one-person  cases  in  the 
ERA  caseload.    The  proportion  of  relief  families  including  children  was 
actually  slightly  lower  for  the  Federal  Works  Program.    Nor  was  the  greater 
average  size  of  case  on  the  Works  Program  due  entirely  to  large  families  of 
children,  even  though  the  proportion  was  high.    Ninety- two  per  cent  of  the 
two-person  cases,  36  per  cent  of  the  three-person  cases,  20  per  cent  of  the 
four-person  cases,  and  11  per  cent  of  the  five-person  cases  were  made  up 
solely  of  adults  over  16. 

Table  39.  -  Relief  Cases  Dependent  on 
the  Federal  Works  Program; 
by  Si-ze  and  Nxmiber  of 
Children  under  16 
May  31,  1936 


PER  CENT  OF  CASES  WITH  SPECIFIED 


NUMBER  OF  Number  of  NUMBER  OF  CHILDREN  UNEER  16 


PERSONS  IN  Cases 

CASE                  in  Sample  Total 

None 

One 

Two 

Three  Foxir  Five 

Six 

Seven 
or  more 

Total 

22 

,377 

100.0 

42,2 

19,3 

14,9 

9.8 

6.3 

3.7 

2.1 

1.7 

One  person 

3 

,361 

100.0 

100,0 

Two  persons 

3 

,873 

100.0 

92,0 

8,0 

Three  persons 

3 

,983 

100.0 

35.7 

59,8 

4,5 

Four  persons 

3 

,438 

100.0 

20.0 

22,9 

54.9 

2.2 

Five  persons 

2 

,587 

100.0 

11.0 

18,7 

22.4 

46.8 

1.1 

Six  persons 

1 

,839 

100,0 

4.9 

12,3 

20.3 

20.2 

41.7 

0.6 

Seven  persons 

1 

,284 

100,0 

1.9 

8,3 

15.6 

22.6 

19.3 

31.6 

0.6 

Eight  persons 

870 

100,0 

0.2 

2,5 

9.0 

18.2 

23.3 

20.2 

26.6 

Nine  persons 

515 

100,0 

0.6 

1,7 

4.5 

11.8 

19.6 

22.1 

20.0 

19.G 

Ten  persons 

302 

100,0 

0,3 

2.3 

9.3 

12.3 

26.2 

21.5 

28.1 

Over  ten  persons 

325 

100,0 

1,2 

0.6 

2.1 

6.5 

11.4 

18.5 

59.7 
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A  table  (Table  40)  shovring  the  number  of  aged  persons  in  '/7ork6  Pro- 
gram cases  of  each  size  is  included  fcr  purposes  of  comparison,  although 
only  a  little  over  9  per  cent  of  the  cases  dependent  on  'I'/orks  Program  secur- 
ity vre.£es  included  persons  over  64,    It  is  vrorth  noting,  hovrever,  even  though 
the  percentages  vrere  small,  t]iat  a  few  cases  in  which  all  members  were  65  or 
over  included  an  eligible  vrorker  who,  at  the  time  of  the  study,  was  v/orl:ing 
on  a  V.orks  Program  project. 

Table  40.  -  Relief  Cases  Dependent  on 
Federal  V.'orks  Program; 
by  Size  and  Number  of  Persons 
65  and  over 
May  31,  1936 


NUMBER  OF 
PERSONS  IK 
CASE 

Number  of 
Cases  in 
Sample 

PER  CENT  OF 
IJTOfflER  OF 



CASES  WITH 
PERSONS  65 



SPECIFIED 
AND  OVER 

Total 

None 

One 

Two  or  More 

Total 

22,377 

100,0 

90.8 

7.6 

1.6 

One  person 

3,361 

100.0 

95,0 

5,0 

Two  persons 

3,873 

100,0 

84,4 

12,7 

2.9 

Three  persons 

3,983 

100.0 

88,9 

8.2 

2,9 

Four  persons 

3,438 

100,0 

91,3 

7,2 

1,5 

Five  persons 

2,587 

100,0 

91.5 

7.5 

0,9 

Six  persons 

1,839 

100.0 

93,7 

5.4 

0.9 

Seven  persons 

1,284 

100,0 

93,2 

5,6 

1.2 

Eight  persons 

870 

100.0 

95.1 

4,5 

0.4 

Nine  persons 

515 

100.0 

94,4 

4,8 

0.8 

Ten  persons 

302 

100.0 

92,4 

6.9 

0.7 

Over  ten  persons 

325 

100.0 

90,8 

7,4 

1.8 

Family  Relationship  within  Cases.    At  several  points,  it  has  been 
necessarj''  to  touch  on  the  family  relationships  of  case  members.    The  possi- 
ble exclusion  from  the  case  of  both  related  and  non- related  persons  in  the 
household  has  been  mentioned,  and  the  family  status  of  children  under  16 
was  given  to  aid  in  the  understanding  of  certain  types  of  cases  in  vrfiich 
children  were  included.    It  is  possible,  however,  that  a  more  detailed  exam- 
ination of  the  actxial  blood  or  marital  relationships  that  existed  between 
case  members  may  throw  further  light  on  the  question  of  family  types.  If, 
after  the  removal  of  one- person  cases,  the  baleince  of  the  persons  receiving 
relief  are  classified  according  to  their  relationsliip  to  the  case  heeds,  it 
is  found  that  the  heads  themselves,  their  wives  or  husbands,  and  their  sons 
and  daughters,  make  up  approximately  94  per  cent  of  the  persons  included  in 
relief  families  (See  Table  41).    These  relationships  were  the  most  common 
in  all  three  agencies,  although  the  percentage  ranged  from  93  per  cent  for 
the  Vi'orks  Program  to  96  for  Outdoor  Poor  Relief, 
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Table  41,  -  Persons  Included  in  Families 
Receiving  Relief  by  Family  Relationship 
and  Agency  Providing  Aid 
I'ay  31,  19SG  a/ 


Total  for                                   Direct  Federal 

EEIATIOKSHIF  TO  HEAD                Three  Outdoor  Poor      Uneir^loynent  T.'orks 

Agencies           Relief                Relief  Program 

Family  cases  in  sejiq)le             32,501           1,210                  12,275  19,016 

Persons  in  family  cases         141,853          4,085                 52,949  84,819 

PER  CENT  OF  PERSONS  IN  RELIEF  FAIHLIES 


Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Family  heads 

22.9 

29.6 

23.2 

22.4 

Sons  or  daughters 

53.7 

51.1 

55.6 

52.6 

Spouses 

17.2 

14.8 

16.1 

18.0 

Brothers  or  sisters 

1.6 

1.6 

1.0 

1.9 

Parents 

1.2 

0.4 

0.8 

1.5 

Grandchildren 

1.1 

1.3 

1.2 

1.0 

All  others 

2.3 

1.1 

2.1 

2.6 

a/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


Fifty-three  per  cent  of  the  Ovrtdoor  Poor  Relief  cases,  28  per  cent  of 
the  ERA.  cases,  and  12  per  cent  of  the  cases  dependent  on  the  V.'orks  Program 
trere  headed  by  women.    Alone,  this  has  little  significance,  but  an  examina- 
tion of  family  relationships  showed  that  only  a  small  percentage  of  them 
were  married  and  living  with  husbands.    Although  about  11  per  cent  of  the 
persons  in  Poor  Relief  cases  reported  their  relationship  to  the  head  as 
wives,  less  than  one  per  cent  v/ere  classified  as  husbands.    Similarly,  15 
per  cent  of  those  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  and  17  per  cent  of 
the  persons  in  Works  Program  cases,  were  wives  of  male  heads,  but  only  a 
few  of  the  cases  headed  by  women  included  husbands  (See  Tables  42  and  43). 
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Table  43.  -  Cases  Receiving  Relief 
by  Sex,  Itorital  Status  of  the  Eead, 
and  Agency  Providing  Aid 
l.Iay  31,  1936  a/ 


SEX  AIJD  All  Outdoor  Direct  Federal 

MARITAL  STATUS  Three  Poor  Unemployment  V.'orks 

OF  HEAD  Agencies  Relief  Relief  Program 


Hunber  of  cases 


in  sanple 

42,103 

2,505 

17,221 

22,377 

Nuinber  with 

male  heads 

33,368 

1,188 

12,443 

19,737 

Ilxmber  with 

female  heads 

8,735 

1,317 

4,778 

2,640 

PER  CENT 

Both  sexes 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Single 

13.7 

16.4 

14.5 

12.7 

Married 

59.2 

27.5 

51.2 

68.9 

Vfidov/ed 

15.7 

44.2 

18.8 

10.2 

Divorced 

1.4 

1.4 

1.9 

1.1 

Separated 

10.0 

10.5 

13.6 

7.1 

Male  heads 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Single 

14.1 

20.8 

16.0 

12.5 

Married 

73.5 

51.3 

69.3 

77.6 

Widovred 

6.7 

21.9 

7.5 

5.2 

Divorced 

0.9 

1.3 

1.2 

0.6 

Separated 

4.8 

4.6 

6.0 

4.1 

Female  heads 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Single 

12.1 

12.5 

10.7 

14.5 

Married 

4.4 

6.0 

4.2 

4.0 

Tfidovred 

50.3 

54.2 

47.9 

47.8 

Divorced 

3.7 

1.5 

3.6 

4.8 

Separated 

29.5 

15.7 

33.6 

28.9 

a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


The  marital  status  of  case  heads  points  to  these  same  facts,  although 
inclusion  of  one-person  cases  is  responsible  for  the  very  large  proportions 
of  separated,  vd.dov/ed,  and  single  persons.    Nevertheless,  it  seems  safe  to 
include  that  one  of  the  more  important  types  of  cases  with  which  relief  ad- 
ministration has  to  deal  is  that  in  which  a  widowed,  divorced,  or  separated 
v/oman  is  living  ivith  her  children. 

The  najority  of  Poor  Relief  cases  had  female  heads.    This  was  not 
limited  to  the  total,  but  held  for  cases  of  every  size  except  one.  Thirty- 
two  per  cent  of  the  cases  containing  tvro  persons  had  female  heads,  but  women 
coii5)rised  58  per  cent  of  the  single  persons,  and  headed  over  three-fifths  of 
the  families  of  three,  four,  and  five. 
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Table  44.  -  Relief  Cases 
Classified  by  Case  Size,  Sex  of 
Head  and  Agency  Providinf;  Aid 
May  31,  193S  a/ 


lIUi.BER  OF 
PERSONS  IN 

OUTDOOR 

POOR 

DIRECT 
UlCMPLOYMEHT 

FEDERAL 
WORKS  PROCRAl^ 

Nunber 

Per 

;ent 

Number 

Per 

cent 

Uuniber 

Per 

cent 

CASE 

of  I 

Tale 

Feinale 

of 

Male 

Female 

of 

Male  Fetnale 

Cases  Heads 

Heads 

Cases 

Reads 

Heads 

Cases 

Heads 

Heads 

in 

in 

in 

Sample 

Sainple 

Sample 

lOOaX  uasos 

2,505 

47.4 

17,221 

72.3 

97  7 

22,377 

88.2 

11  .3 

une  person 

1,295 

42.0 

4,946 

66.9 

OO  .  X 

3,361 

85.5 

14.5 

Two  persons 

583 

67.8 

Oc 

3,170 

65.2 

3,873 

84.2 

15.8 

209 

39.2 

2,448 

69.9 

3,983 

86.2 

13.8 

Four  persons 

156 

32.7 

67.3 

1,965 

72.0 

28.0 

3,438 

89.5 

10.5 

Five  persons 

106 

36.8 

63. 2 

1,544 

79.0 

21.0 

2,587 

90.0 

10.0 

Six  persons 

55b/ 

1,094 

81.8 

18.2 

1,839 

91.5 

8.5 

Seven  persons 

52b/ 

753 

86.3 

13.4 

1,284 

92.1 

7.9 

Eight  persons 

26b/ 

553 

88.2 

11.8 

870 

93.3 

6.7 

Nine  persons 

9V 

348 

91.4 

O.G 

515 

94.2 

5.8 

Ten  persons 

224 

90.5 

9.4 

302 

97.0 

3.0 

Over  ten  persons  Tb/ 

176 

93.2 

6.8 

325 

95.4 

4.6 

a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 

b/  Percentages  not  coinputed  for  fewer  than  100  cases;  of  the  156  Outdoor 
Poor  Relief  cases  including  more  than  five  persons,  46.8  per  cent  had 
male  heads  and  53.2  per  cent  had  female  heads. 


Although  a  much  greater  percentage  of  the  cases  receiving  Direct  Un- 
employment Relief  had  male  case  heads  (Table  44),  from  30  to  35  per  cent  of 
the  heads  of  small  cases  vrere  women.    The  proportion,  however,  fell  off  rap- 
idly as  the  number  of  persons  in  the  case  increased,  so  that  only  about  7 
per  cent  of  the  cases  of  11  or  more  had  female  heads. 

In  this  characteristic,  as  in  others,  the  cases  dependent  on  the  Fed- 
eral ^orks  Program  followed  the  normal  family  pattern  somewhat  more  closely. 
Almost  90  per  cent  of  these  cases  had  male  heads.    By  case  size,  the  smallest 
proportion  was  for  those  cases  made  up  of  two  persons,  where  about  15  per 
cent  were  headed  by  women,  but  from  this  point  on,  the  larger  the  case  the 
greater  the  percentage  with  men  as  case  heads. 

Race  of  Relief  Cases.    The  relatively  large  number  of  negroes  receiv- 
ing relief,  v^ich  has  been  comnented  on  previously,  is  evident  after  ex- 
amination of  the  various  kinds  of  cases.    The  percentage  of  negro  families 
v/as  smaller  on  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  but  about  30  per  cent  of  the  unemploy- 
ment relief  families,  both  ERA  and  Vforks  Program,  and  betvreen  12  and  15  per 
cent  of  the  one-person  cases  were  negro. 
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Table  45.  -  Fcunlly  and  Non-family 
Relief  Cases  by  Race  and  Sex  of 
Head  and  Agency  Providing  Aid 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


TOTAL  FOR         OUTDOOR  POOR        DIRECT  UMEMPLOY- FEDERAL  WORKS 

RACE  AIID  THREE  AGEKCIES  RELIEF  MEMT  RELIEF  PROGRAM   

SKi  OF  One  '        One  One  One 

HEAD  Family    Person    Family    Person    Familj'    Person    Family  Person 


Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Number  in 
sample 

32,501 

9,602 

1,210 

PER 

1,295 

CENT 

12,275 

4,946 

19,016 

3,361 

Total 

Male  heads 
Female  heads 

100,0 
82.0 
18.0 

100.0 
70.0 
30.0 

100.0 
53.2 
46.8 

100.0 
42.0 
58.0 

100.0 
74.4 
25.6 

100.0 
66.9 
33.1 

100.0 
88.7 
11.3 

100.0 
85.5 
14.5 

T^iite 

Uale  heads 
Female  heads 

86.7 
72.8 

13.9 

73.2 
53.3 
19.9 

93.0 
50.8 
42.2 

94.7 
40.0 
54.7 

84.7 
66.6 
18.1 

70.2 
52.3 
17.9 

87.6 
78.1 
9.5 

69.4 
59.9 
9.5 

Colored 

I.?ale  heads 
Feme.le  heads 

13.3 
9.2 
4.1 

26.8 
16.8 
10.0 

7.0 
2.4 
4.6 

5.3 
2.0 
3.3 

15.3 
7.8 
7.5 

29.8 
14.6 
15.2 

12.4 
10.6 
1.8 

30.6 
25,6 
5.0 

a/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936, 


Relief  families  are  classified  in  Table  45  by  the  sex  and  color  of  the 
case  head.    Two-thirds  of  the  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  and  78  per  cent  of 
the  IVorks  Program  family  cases  had  white  male  heads,  while  18  per  cent  and  10 
per  cent,  respectively,  had  vrtiite  female  heads.    The  remaining  15  per  cent  of 
the  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  families  were  colored  and  were  equally  divided 
betiveen  those  headed  by  men  and  those  headed  by  women,  but  only  a  relatively 
small  nxmber  of  the  12  per  cent  of  the  V.TA  families  with  colored  heads  were 
female . 

About  30  per  cent  of  the  single-person  cases  receiving  lonemployment 
relief  were  negroes  (Table  45),  a  considerable  over-representation  of  this 
one  type  of  case,  but  one  yihich  is  consistent  with  the  high  proportions  of 
widowed  and  separated  negroes  that  were  fovmd  when  personal  characteristics 
Trere  examined.    This  had  the  effect  of  making  the  average  size  of  all  negro 
cases  much  lower  than  those  classified  as  white,  a  fact  which  can  be  conve- 
niently summarized  with  the  median  size  of  case,  which  was  1.9  persons  for 
the  negro  cases,  and  3.0  persons  for  the  white  cases  receiving  Direct  Un- 
en^jloyment  Relief.    Similarly,  the  figure  was  2.3  for  the  negro  Works  Pro- 
gram cases,  as  compared  with  3.7  for  the  white  cases  in  the  same  group. 

Even  after  the  exclusion  of  the  single  persons,  the  negro  oases  tended 
to  be  snaller  than  the  white .    Relatively,  there  were  twice  as  many  white 
cases  as  negro  cases  including  5  persons  or  more. 
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Tatle  46.  -  Relief  Cases  by  Agency  Providing  Aid, 
by  Race  of  Head,  and  by  Number  of  Persons  in  Case 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


Direct 

Cases 

Dependent 

NUMBER  OF 

All  Three 

Outdoor  Poor 

Unemplojment 

on  Federal 

PERSONS  IN 

Agencies 

Relief 

Relief  Cases 

Works  Program 

CASE 

"nni  lie 

xort?vi 

mix  i/tj 

Number  of  cases 

in  sample 

35,215 

6,888 

2,352 

153 

13,869 

3,352 

18,994 

3,363 

PER 

CENT 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

One  i)erson 

20.2 

36.2 

52.1 

44.4 

25.5 

41.7 

12.3 

30.4 

Two  persons 

16.8 

24.7 

23.2 

24.8 

17.3 

23.0 

15.7 

26.4 

Three  persons 

16.2 

13.5 

8.0 

14.4 

14.9 

11.5 

18.2 

15.5 

Fovcp  persons 

14.0 

9.0 

6.3 

4.6 

12.2 

8.2 

16.3 

9.9 

Five  persons 

10.9 

5.8 

4.1 

6.5 

9.8 

5.5 

12.5 

6.1 

Six  persons 

7.7 

3.8 

2.2 

2.6 

7.1 

3.3 

8.9 

4.4 

Seven  persons 

5.4 

2.6 

2.1 

1.3 

4.9 

2.2 

6.2 

3.0 

Eight  persons 

3.8 

1.8 

1.1 

0.7 

2.1 

4.3 

1.6 

Nine  persons 

2.2 

1.2 

0.4 

2.3 

1.0 

2.5 

1.4 

Ten  persons 

1.4 

0.7 

0.2 

0.7 

1.4 

0.7 

1.5 

0.7 

Over  ten  persons 

1.3 

0.7 

0.3 

1.1 

0.8 

1.6 

0.6 

17   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


With  only  one  exception,  white  and  negro  caseloads  of  Outdoor  Poor 
Relief,  Direct  Unemplojment  Relief,  and  the  Tforks  Program  had  their  greatest 
proportions  in  the  single-person  bracket,  with  decreasing  percentages  in 
each  larger  case  size.    The  one  exception  was  for  Tibrks  Program  cases  with 
irtiite  heads.    The  proportion  of  two-person  cases  was  greater  than  the  pro- 
portion of  single  persons,  and  the  proportion  of  three-person  cases  was 
larger  still.    After  this  maximum,  the  percentage  of  cases  in  each  case  size 
decreased. 

Occupational  Background  of  Heads  of  Relief  Cases.    A  discussion  of 
the  occupations  reported  by  eD5>loyable  persons  on  relief  rolls  is  reserved 
for  a  later  chapter,  but  an  insertion  at  this  point  of  a  classification  of 
the  heads  of  relief  cases  into  general  occupational  groups  may  be  of  some 
value  as  an  indication  of  the  general  economic  classes  from  which  relief 
cases  are  drawn  (See  Table  47). 
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Table  47,  -  Cases  Receiving  Relief 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid, 
Occupation  Class,  and  Sex  of  Head 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


OCCUPATIOK 
CLASS  Al^ID  SEX 
OF  HEAD 

Three 
Agencies 

Outdoor  Direct 
Poor  Relief     Unen^jloyment  Relief 

Federal 
V/brks  Program 

Total  cases  in 
sample 

42,103 

2,505 

PER  CENT 

17,221 

OF  ALL  HEADS 

22,377 

All  heads  of 
cases 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Trtiite  Collar 
Male 
Female 

6.8 
1.6 

3.1 
2.2 

7.7 
1.5 

6.6 
1.6  . 

Skilled 
l^lale 
Female 

16.7 
0.1 

7.8 
0.1 

14.2 
0.1 

19.7 
0.1 

Semi-skilled 
I!ale 
Female 

25.5 
2.5 

13.7 
4.4 

24.5 
3.4 

27.6 
1.5 

Unskilled 
llale 
Female 

25.0 
6.4 

14.2 
9.5 

22.3 
9.9 

28.2 
3.3 

Itole 
Female 

4.0 

-  b/ 

5.9 
0.1 

2.6 

-V 

4.9 

-V 

Inexperienced 
Male 
Female 

1.2 

10.2 

2.6 
36.4 

1.0 
12.8 

1.2 

5.3 

y  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
b/    Less  than    .05  per  cent. 


Cases  whose  chief  wage  earners  were  unskilled  form  the  largest  single 
group  receiving  relief,  approximately  32  per  cent  of  cases  dependent  on  the 
?Jorks  Program  and  on  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  being  headed  by  men  or  women 
whose  present  or  former  occupations  were  thus  classified.    On  ERA,  a  much 
greater  part  of  these  unskilled  were  v/omen,  an  indication  of  a  difference 
between  the  two  unemployment  relief  caseloads.    Approximately  10  per  cent 
of  all  ERA  eases  were  headed  by  unskilled  females,  mostly  domestics,  \rtiile 
22  per  cent  were  unskilled  males,  with  factory  or  building  experience.  A 
relatively  larger  number  of  the  cases  dependent  on  the  V/orks  Program,  28 
per  cent,  had  unskilled  male  heads. 

At  first  glance,  the  fact  that  proportionately  fewer  of  the  Poor  Re- 
lief case  heads  were  classed  as  unskilled  might  lead  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  cases  are  drawn  from  a  soneivhat  higher  skill  level.    This  is  incorrect, 
as  an  examination  of  the  proportion  of  case  heads  with  no  experience  will 
show.    Because  of  the  large  percentage  of  female  single  persons  and  families 
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headed  by  T.-omen,  this  inexperienced  class  accounts  for  almost  two-fifths  of 
Poor  Relief  case  heads'i    Not  only  because  more  of  the  cases  had  male  heads, 
bvrt  because  of  a  greater  degree  of  occupational  experience  of  the  women, 
unemployment  relief  oases  with  inexperienced  heads  fomied  a  smaller  fraction 
of  the  total. 

A  class  that  comprises  practically  the  same  proportion  of  Works  Program 
case  heads  and  Direct  Uneiqjloyment  Relief  case  heads  is  that  composed  of 
semi-skilled  occupations.    The  bulk  of  these  persons  were  factory  operatives 
and,  while  they  lacked  the  degree  of  experience  and  training  necessary  to 
place  them  in  the  skilled  classification  with  the  mechanics,  msons,  car- 
penters, riggers,  etc.,  they  had  nevertheless  worked  at  jobs  in  which  some 
mastery  of  the  building  or  factory  techniques  v/as  required. 

Skilled  workers  were  heads  of  about  20  per  cent  of  the  V/PA  cases, 
about  14  per  cent  of  the  ERA  cases,  and  8  per  cent  of  the  Poor  Relief  oases. 
All  but  a  very  few  were  males.    If  the  skilled  and  semi-skilled  are  combined, 
between  40  and  50  per  cent  of  the  Unemployment  Relief  and  over  25  per  cent 
of  the  Poor  Relief  cases  are  accounted  for,  eui  indication  that  single  persons 
and  families  on  relief  are  not  predominantly  of  the  unskilled  classes.  Fur- 
thermore, if  professional,  proprietary,  clerical,  and  mercantile  workers  are 
grouped  together  to  form  a  "white  collar"  class,  it  is  found  that  they  com- 
prise an  additional  9  per  cent  of  the  ERA,  8  per  cent  of  the  V/PA,  and  5  per 
cent  of  the  Poor  Relief  case  heads. 

The  relatively  urban  character  of  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  is 
illustrated  by  the  fact  that  only  2.6  per  cent  of  the  cases  had  heads  re- 
porting agriculture  as  a  vocation,  compared  with  approximately  6  per  cent 
of  the  Poor  Relief  and  5  per  cent  of  the  Vforks  Program  cases. 

Duration  of  Relief  Status.    Although  it  was  not  possible  to  obtain 
accurate  information  on  the  length  of  time  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  and  Vforks 
Program  cases  had  been  receiving  aid,  reliable  information  on  the  Direct 
Unemployment  Relief  cases  sampled  was  available  in  their  case  records.  This 
is  presented  with  certain  qualifications  (See  Table  48).    Since  the  beginn- 
ing of  the  Federal  VTorks  Program,  the  movement  of  cases  back  and  forth  be- 
tween the  two  agencies  has  produced  an  apparent  relief  turnover  that  has 
less  significance  than  appears  on  the  surface.    Although  a  case  may  appear 
in  the  record  as  having  been  opened,  closed,  and  re-opened,  it  may  merely 
mean  a  change  in  the  form  of  the  assistance  and  the  agency  granting  it. 
Furthermore,  since  there  were  no  complete  relief  histories  of  those  who 
were  on  the  Works  Program  at  the  time  the  samples  were  taken,  it  is  impos- 
sible to  determine  whether  the  histories  of  those  reimining  on  Direct  Un- 
employment Relief  presented  a  picture  that  can  be  considered  representative 
of  the  whole.    The  second  point  to  keep  in  mind  is  that  within  the  direct 
relief  population  itself,  persons  move  from  case  to  case;  large  cases  split 
up  into  smaller  ones;  and  the  small  units  occasionally  merge  to  form  larger 
cases.    IVhile  this  can  mean  the  appearance  of  one  or  more  new  cases,  the 
same  relief  persons  will  be  involved.    The  third  qualification,  and  perhaps 
the  most  important,  is  that  the  amount  of  time  that  has  elapsed  since  the 
first  relief  grant  will  not  in  most  instances  be  the  same  as  the  number  of 
months  during  which  relief  was  received,  since  an  important  part  of  the  case- 
load is  made  up  of  cases  which  for  one  reason  or  another  leave  relief  rolls 
only  to  return  again  after  the  lapse  of  a  short  period  of  time. 
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Table  48.  -  Direct  Unemployment  Belief  Cases 
by  Duration  of  Relief  Status,  I.!ay  31,  1936 


NmiBEE 

FAMILY 

CASES 

ONE  PEIRSON  CASES 

OF 

Since  First 

Since  Last 

Since  First 

Since  Last 

MONTHS 

Relief  Grant 

Opening 

Relief  Grant 

Opening 

Cases  in  saiiq>le 

12,275 

12,275 

4,946 

4,946 

Cases  reporting 

4,920 

4,844 

P  E 

R  CENT 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

6  or  less 

16.4 

55.7 

22.2 

53.2 

7  to  12 

8.2 

12.5 

12.0 

14.4 

13  to  18 

11.7 

8.8 

±f  m\J 

19  to  24 

11.2  . 

6.3 

11.8 

7.0 

25  to  30 

13.2 

5.8 

12.6 

5.8 

31  to  36 

18.6 

6.3 

13.0 

4.8 

37  to  42 

9.8 

1.9 

6.7 

1.6 

Over  42 

10.9 

2.7 

4.7 

1.3 

On  the  average,  about  two  years  and  two  months  had  elapsed  since  the 
family  cases  first  received  a  relief  grant,  and  about  one  year  and  one-half 
since  the  first  opening  of  the  one-person  oases.    Few  of  the  cases,  however, 
had  had  continuous  relief  histories,  since  an  examination  of  the  date  of 
last  opening  showed  a  continuous  direct  relief  status  six  months  or  less 
for  more  than  half  of  both  the  family  and  non- family  cases.    V/ithin  these 
two  limiting  dates,  the  cases  may  have  been  closed  and  reopened  any  number 
of  times. 

The  difference  between  the  family  and  one-person  cases  in  the  average 
amount  of  time  that  had  elapsed  since  the  date  of  first  opening  has  possibly 
little  meaning  for  many  of  the  persons  involved,  since  a  more  detailed  ex- 
amination of  their  relief  histories  might  show  that  they  had  formerly  been 
attached  to  larger  units. 

The  most  important  group  of  cases  from  many  angles  is  that  where  the 
date  of  last  opening  was  two  years  or  more  prior  to  the  date  of  the  study. 
This  group  had  continuous  direct  relief  histories  of  stifficient  length  to 
cause  some  concern  as  to  their  reemployment  possibilities,  since  they  had 
not  even  been  successful  in  obtaining  WPA  employment.    Approximately  17  per 
cent  of  the  family  cases  and  14  per  cent  of  the  one-person  cases  were  in- 
cluded in  this  group. 


-60u 


CHAPTER  III 


INCOME  OF  EELISF  CASES 


The  total  expenditures  for  relief  and  assistance  are  more  likely  to 
be  misleading  than  any  other  statistics  printed  on  the  subject  of  public  aid. 
The  size  of  these  figures,  running  into  millions  and  even  hundreds  of  mil- 
lions of  dollars,  is  reassuring  or  alarming,  according  to  a  person's  initial 
viewpoint,  but  it  is  against  this  background  of  seven  and  eight  digits  that 
superficial  conclusions  on  the  government's  bountifulness  are  frequently 
dravra. 

Large  as  these  sums  may  be,  in  the  aggregate,  they  make  it  possible 
to  provide  many  thousands  of  persons  with  only  the  barest  subsistence.  Only 
an  examination  of  the  amount  individual  relief  families  have  to  live  on  will 
give  the  true  meaning  of  total  relief  costs.  Some  are  entirely  dependent  on 
the  relief  grant  or  the  security  wage  earned  by  the  worker  in  the  household, 
while  others  receive  small  additional  amounts  from  private  employment,  work- 
men's compensation,  their  own  shops,  or  assistance  from  other  sources.  Both 
groups,  however,  often  have  to  live  on  an  amotint  which  falls  some  distance 
below  that  required  for  really  adequate  living  standards. 

The  stunple  of  relief  cases  studied  threw  some  additional  light  on  this 
question,  since  it  was  possible  to  obtain  the  amount  and  source  of  supple- 
mentary Income.    After  reducing  these  amounts  to  averages  per  week  and  adding 
them  to  the  relief  grant  or  the  weekly  value  of  the  security  wage,  the  totals 
were  tabulated  as  the  average  weekly  incomes  from  which  the  relief  families 
and  single  persons  obtained  their  food  and  other  necessities. 


Table  49.  -  Median  Weekly  Income 
for  Family 
cmd  Single  Person  Relief  Cases 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


Single 

AGENCY 

Person 

Family 

All  Cases 

Cases 

Cases 

Three  Agencies 

$12.84 

$  6.01 

113.55 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief 

2.72 

1.71 

4.65 

Direct  Unenploymsnt  Relief 

7.20 

4.59 

9.59 

Federal  Works  Program 

15.19 

15.04 

15.24 

a/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  Jxxly  31,  1936. 


Half  of  the  single  persons  receiving  aid  had  total  incomes,  including 
relief,  that  averaged  less  than  $6.01  per  week  and  the  income  of  half  of  the 
families  fell  below  $13.55  (Table  49),    These  amounts,  however,  are  as  high 
as  they  eu*e  only  beoatxse  of  the  Federal  Works  Program.    The  median  for  Poor 
Relief  families  was  only  $4.65,  and  for  Unemployment  Relief  families  $9.59. 
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A  more  detailed  examination  of  the  entire  distribution  of  the  case 
incomes  for  the  three  a,~encies  f^ives  a  clearer  picture  of  the  throe  levels 
of  assistance  (See  Table  50).    Slightly  more  than  one- fifth  of  the  cases 
totally  or  partially  dependent  on  Federal  security  waj;es  received  over 
vl7.50  per  week,  and  including  these,  more  than  four-fifths  (■eceived  over 
^12.50.    Of  the  fifth  falling  below  the  $12. 50  level,  all  but  a  few  received 
from  j2.50  to  $7.50.    Had  it  not  been  for  a  few  National  Youth  cases  at  the 
lower  end  of  the  distribution,  and  cases  with  privately  employed  workers  at 
the  upper  end,  almost  the  entire  number  of  cases  would  have  clustered  around 
a  few  levels,  representing  the  standard  security  wage  for  unskilled,  inter- 
mediate, and  skilled  workers,  respectively. 


Table  50.  -  Weekly  Income  of  Cases  on  Relief 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


Total 

WEEKLY 

Cases  for 

Outdoor 

Direct 

Cases  Dependent 

CASE 

Three 

Poor  Relief 

Unemployment 

on  Federal 

INCOME 

Agencies 

Cases  b^ 

Relief  Cases 

Works  Program 

Number  in  sample 

42,103 

2,505 

17,221 

22,377 

PER  CENT 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

$2.50  and  xrnder 

5.0 

48.1 

5.2 

-  d/ 

$2.51  to  $  7.50 

22.5 

45. S 

47.7 

0.6 

$7.51  to  il2.50 

20.0 

4.6 

26.5 

16.7 

$12.51  to  {17.50 

38.0 

1.0 

13.4 

61.0 

$17.51  to  $22.50 

9.4 

0.4 

4.6 

14.0 

$22.51  to  $27.50 

2.3 

0.2 

1.3 

3.4 

Over  $27,50 

2.8 

0.1 

1.3 

4.3 

"TJ    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
b/   Excluding  value  of  items  given  in  kind. 


"~     See  table  following  under  "Case  Income  -  Poor  Relief." 
c/    Based  on  cases  of  known  income. 
"t/    Less  than  .05  per  cent. 


Direct  Unemployment  Relief  cases  had  incomes  iirfiich  were  considarably 
below  those  of  the  Federal  Works  Progrcun.    Only  about  one-fifth  were  above 
$12.50  per  week,  a  little  over  one-quarter  ranged  from  |7.50  to  $12.50,  and 
a  little  less  than  one-half,  from  $2.50  to  $7.50.    An  understanding  of  these 
grants  depends  on  a  knowledge  of  the  distribution  of  the  caseload  by  siie  of 
case.    This  is  discussed  In  later  pages,  but  it  is  important  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  it  is  the  amount  of  the  grant,  rather  than  any  other 
income,  that  determines  the  income  class  of  all  but  a  few  cases.    Since  the 
permitted  grant  varies  with  case  size  «md  con^iosition,  the  distribution  of 
incomes  reflects  to  an  extent  the  composition  of  the  caseload.    This  is  con- 
siderably different  from  the  case  incomios  found  on  the  Works  Program.  The 
median  given  on  Table  49  for  single  person  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  cases 
is  $4.59  per  weekj  for  family  oases,  $9.59.    The  medians  for  single  persons 
and  families  on  the  Works  Program  are  only  twenty  cents  apart.    This  means 
a  far  greater  advantage  for  the  small  cases  that  were  trMsferred  from  di- 
rect to  work  relief,  and  very  little,  if  any,  advantage  for  some  of  the 
large  oases. 
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Approximately  84  per  cent  of  the  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  cases  vrere  re- 
ceiving average  weekly  incomes  of  07,50  or  less,  anoimts  so  small  that  one 
immediately  is  led  to  look  for  some  explanation  of  how  these  sinrle  persons 
(median  $1.71)  and  families  (median  $4.35)  were  able  to  maintain  themselves. 
The  most  probable  explanation  is  that  the  true  average  incomes  of  poor  re- 
lief cases  are  somewhat  higher,  but  that  the  recipients  are  oblig'ed  to  de- 
pend on  the  intermittent  help  of  relatives,  friends,  and  interested  agencie  sV 
for  a  very  considerable  amount  of  their  livelihood.    This  assistance  cannot 
be  subjected  to  w-iy  degree  of  exact  measurement  because  most  of  it  is  in  the 
form  of  clothing,  occasional  fuel,  a  basket  of  groceries,  or  other  articles. 
It  is  none  the  less  true  that  even  on  the  assumption  that  such  aid  was  given 
in  rather  generous  amounts,  the  total  incomes  were  still  extremely  low. 

The  income  on  ■vriiich  relief  cases  depend  is  of  primary  importance  not 
only  to  the  persons  themselves,  but  to  the  entire  comTrnmity.     It  was  precisely 
because  income  had  vanished  or  was  inadequate  that  relief  became  necessary  in 
the  first  place,  and  presumably  if  income  from  other  sources  could  be  raised 
to  a  point  irfiere  self-maintenance  on  a  decent  scale  is  possible,  public  as- 
sistance would  stop.    It  is  generally  conceded  that  if  help  is  to  be  given, 
it  should  be  given  in  sufficient  quantities  so  that  the  families  receiving 
it  can  continue  a  normal,  healthy,  human  existence,  even  though  on  a  level 
often  distinctly  lower  than  the  one  they  have  enjoyed  in  the  past.  Although 
a  half-loaf  is  better  than  no  bread,  it  may  be  socially  undesirable  to  apply 
the  doctrine  too  vigorously  to  those  being  helped.    The  difference  between 
malnutrition  and  starvation  may  seem  obvious  at  any  given  moment,  but  the 
one  will  take  its  toll  as  surely  as  the  other. 

Case  Income  and  the  Principle  of  the  Budgetary  Deficiency  in  Direct 
Unemployment  Relief  Cases.    The  incomes  of  cases  receiving  grants  from  the 
county  Emergency  Relief  Boards  were  directly  related  to  the  number  of  persons 
included.    This  relationship  was  to  be  expected,  since  the  method  used  in 
determining  grants  vreis  based  on  a  consideration  of  the  family  need.    That  is, 
a  budget  sheet  was  prepared  by  the  Relief  Administration  for  each  case,  on 
which  was  entered  the  minimum  requirements  for  each  item  of  the  family  budget. 
It  T/as,  however,  provided  that  those  minima  could  not  exceed  certain  standards 
Tvhich  had  been  fixed  after  careful  study  as  the  minimum  amount  necessary  for 
subsistence  of  families  of  this  special  sii©  and  composition.    Some  part  of 
any  other  income  received  by  the  case  was  generally  applied  to  provide  allow- 
ances for  the  transportation  or  other  necessary  expenditures  made  by  working 
members  of  the  family.    Slight  additional  allowance  was  sometimes  made  to 
working  members  of  the  case  for  spending  money.    After  these  or  other  adjust- 
ments the  income  was  subtracted  from  the  total  budget.    The  balance  repre- 
sented the  budgetary  deficiency,  the  amount  needed  by  the  family,  if  it  was 
to  live  according  to  the  minimum  standards  established  by  the  Relief  Admin- 
istration as  tolerable.    It  did  not,  however,  follow  that  the  full  amount  of 
the  deficiency  was  granted.    Limitations  of  funds  permitted  grants  of  not 
over  80  per  cent  in  most  cases,  although  a  few  received  a  larger  proportion. 


^    Including  additional  intermittent  help  from  the  Poor  Districts  theuw 
selves.    See  Table  60  on  Page  71. 
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Table  51 •  -  Direct  Unemploynent  Relief 
Cases  of  each  Size  by  Weekly  Income 
May  31,  1936 


IfDlfflER 

Number 

PER  CENT  OF 

CASES 

IN  EACH 

INCOME 

CLASS  V 

OF 

of  Cases 

$2.50  $2.51 

$7.51  112.51 

$17.51  $22.51 

Over 

P3RS0KS 

in 

and 

to 

to 

to 

to 

to 

IV.  CASE 

Sample 

Total  Under  $7.50  $12.50  tl7.50  $22.50  $27,50 

Total  C&.S6S 

17,221 

100.0 

5.2 

47.7 

26.5 

13.4 

4.6 

1,3 

1,3 

One  person 

4,946 

100.0 

15.8 

82.1 

1.5 

0.3 

0.2 

0,1 

Two  persona 

3,170 

100.0 

1.7 

76.7 

18.7 

1.7 

0.5 

0,4 

0,2 

Three  persons 

2,448 

100.0 

0.9 

43,1 

48.4 

4.7 

1.4 

0,8 

0,7 

Four  persons 

1,965 

100.0 

1.0 

18.2 

62.7 

12.7 

2,9 

1,0 

1.5 

1,544 

100.0 

0.3 

9.9 

51.7 

29.0 

5,0 

1.6 

2,5 

Six  persons 

1,094 

100.0 

0.5 

6.9 

33.7 

46.4 

7,7 

2.3 

2.6 

Seven  persons 

753 

100.0 

0.1 

5.3 

21.8 

54,5 

11,2 

2.7 

4.4 

Eif^t  persons 

553 

100.0 

4.7 

15.0 

50.1 

21.2 

4.9 

4.2 

lline  persons 

348 

100.0 

0.3 

3.7 

10.3 

35.9 

38.3 

6.0 

4,9 

Ten  persons 

224 

100.0 

2.7 

10.3 

33.6 

43.0 

6.3 

4,0 

Over  ten 

persons 

176 

100.0 

0.6 

4.0 

17.0 

49,4 

19.3 

9.7 

a/ Percentages  computed  on  17,193  oases  of  knomi  income. 


As  shoTOi  in  Table  51,  only  a  small  number  of  single-person  eases  had 
incomes  in  excess  of  $7,50  i>er  week;  in  the  one  class  §2.50  to  $7.50,  82  per 
cent  of  single- person  cases  mere  concentrated.    Similarly,  the  incomes  of 
all  but  about  5  per  cent  of  the  two-person  cases  lay  between  $2.51  and  $12.50 
per  week,  with  nearly  77  per  cent  of  them  in  the  lower  half  of  this  range. 
As  the  size  of  case  increased,  however,  the  proportions  in  the  modal  income 
classes  decreased,  reflecting  to  some  extent  the  additional  income  brought 
in  by  the  members  of  the  larger  cases,  but  to  an  even  greater  extent,  probably, 
the  tendency  for  the  relief  grants  to  show  individual  variations  as  the  total 
grant  permitted  became  large  enough  for  the  visitor  to  make  wider  adjustments. 
Even  with  the  principle  of  budget  deficiency  in  force,  the  necesaity  of  con- 
serving funds  tended  to  iron  out  some  genuine  differences  in  need.    Table  52 
shows  this  same  thing  In  a  slightly  different  way. 


-64- 


Table  52.  -  Direct  Unemployiaent  Relief  Cases 
with  Specified  Budget  Keeds  by  Weekly  Income 
May  31,  1936 


AMOUm  OF 

Number 

PER  CENT  OF 

CASES 

IK  EACH 

IKC0I.5E 

CLASS  1/ 

y/EEKLY 

of  Cases 

$2.50  ^^2.51 

^7.51  112.51  $17.51  ;$22.51 

BUDGET 

in 

and  to 

to 

to 

to 

to 

Over 

^•EEDS 

Sample 

Total 

Under  |7.50  $12.50  $17.50  t;22.50  $27.50  $27.50 

5.2  47.7 

26.5 

13.4 

4.6 

1.3 

1.3 

$2*50  and  under 

695 

100.0 

93.2  4.2 

1.3 

0.4 

0.6 

0.3 

2.51  to  7.50 

6,816 

100.0 

3.0      90. S 

3.7 

1.4 

0.7 

0.4 

0.2 

7.51  to  12.50 

5,160 

100.0 

0.6  34.1 

56.0 

5.3 

1.9 

1.1 

1.0 

3.2.51  to  17.50 

2,773 

100.0 

-  b/  5.2 

45.9 

38.9 

5.7 

1.5 

2.8 

17.51  to  22.50 

1,282 

100.0 

2.7 

8.0 

61.7 

19.3 

4.1 

4.2 

22.51  to  27.50 

304 

100.0 

1.0 

2.0 

13.2 

71.7 

8.5 

3.6 

Over  $27,50 

44 

.  c/- 

a/ 


Percentages  computed  on  17,074  cases  of  known  budget  needs  and  17,193 
~"     cases  of  knovm  income, 
b/    Less  than  .05  per  cent. 

~/    Percentages  not  confuted  for  classes  containing  fewer  than  100  cases. 


About  35  per  cent  of  the  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  cases  with  minimum 
needs  lying  between  $7.50  and  $12.50  per  week,  received  total  incomes  of  less 
than  $7.50;  half  of  the  cases  with  budget  needs  that  ranged  from  $12. 50  to 
517,50  received  incomes  of  less  thtin  $12.50;  over  72  per  cent  of  the  cases 
needing  from  $17,50  to  $22.50  received  less  than  $17.50;  and  only  12  per  cent 
of  the  cases  with  budget  needs  from  $22.50  to  $27,50  received  amoxaits  approx- 
imately equal  to  their  needs. 

In  additipn  to  the  relief  grants         case  income  included  amounts  from 
other  sources  in  15  per  cent  of  the  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  cases  studied 
(Table  53),    The  ajnounts  on  a  weekly  basis  were  small,  howevei-,  amounting  to 
more  than  $7,50  per  week  in  only  6,3  per  cent  of  the  cases.    This  additional 
income  was  derived  from  a  variety  of  sources,  of  which  the  most  important 
was  private  employment  (See  Table  54), 


1/    CCC  and  HYA  wages  were  tabulated  with  relief  income  In  the  study. 
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Table  E3.  -  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  Cases 

Receiving  Weekly  Income  from  Sources 
Other  than  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  Grant; 
by  Amount  of  such  Incom.e 
May  31,  1936 


AVERAGE  AMDUHT  OF  Number  of  Per  cent  of 

IllCOffl  OTHER  THAU  Cases  in  Cases  in 


RELIEF  GRANT 

Sample 

Sample 

Total 

17,221 

100.0 

None 

14,626 

85.0 

^2.50  or  under 

413 

2.4 

$2.51  to  $  7.50 

1,087 

6.3 

$7.51  to  $12.60 

562 

3.3 

Over  $12.50 

509 

3.0 

Unknovm 

24 

Approximately  11.0  per  cent  of  all  cases  had  one  or  more  members  draw- 
ing wages,  which  averaged  .|8.78  weekly.    A  discussion  of  the  characteristics 
of  these  workers  and  the  industries  and  occupations  in  vAiich  they  v/ere  en- 
gaged is  given  in  Chapter  IV.    Of  the  2,987  persons  in  the  sample  reported 
as  having  some  source  of  income  other  than  the  case  grant,  72.7  per  cent  were 
working  full  or  part  time.    Incomes  from  properties,  small  shops,  and  the 
like,  formed  another  13.1  per  cent,  but  the  average  weekly  amount  for  all  re- 
porting such  income  ■nb.b  only  $3.80  per  week.    The  remainder  was  distributed 
over  several  groups,  the  only  one  of  substantial  importance  being  those  cases 
in  which  one  or  more  of  the  members  were  included  on  the  payrolls  of  Old  Age 
Assistance,  Mothers'  Assistance,  or  Blind  Pensions,    The  policy  of  the  State 
Emergency  Relief  Board  in  such  cases  was  to  treat  these  grants  as  additional 
income  in  computing  the  budget,  and  in  view  of  the  nximber  J/  found  eligible, 
it  is  somewhat  stirprising  that  the  amount  of  duplication  was  so  small.  Al- 
though they  formed  about  5.3  per  cent  of  all  the  persons  reporting  additional 
case  income,  they  represented  only  8.4  per  cent  of  those  who  were  eligible 
for  one  of  these  forms  of  aid. 


Table  54.  -  Persons  in  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  Cases 
Receiving  Income  from  Sources  Other  Than 
Unemployment- Relief ,  and  Average  Amotmt 
Received,  by  Source 
May  31,  1936 


SOURCE  OF 

PERSONS 

IN  SAIIPLE 

ADDITIONAL 

RECEIVING  ADDITIONAL  INCOME 

Mean  Amount 

INCOME 

Number 

Per  Cent 

Received 

Total 

2,987 

100.0 

Private  employment 

2,171 

72.7 

$8.78 

Property  or  own  business 

393 

13.1 

3.80 

Categorical  assistance  a^ 

157 

5.3 

6.52 

Other  pensions  or  compensation 

112 

3.7 

5.66 

All  other 

154 

5.2 

4.37 

a/    Old  Age  Assistance,  Mothers 

Assistance, 

Blind  Pensions. 

TT    See  Chapter  V. 
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Because  of  the  budgetary  method  of  arriving  at  unonployment  relief 
grants,  a  distribution  of  the  relief  authorizations  for  all  cases  does  not 
indicate  with  any  hiph  degree  of  accuracy  the  relative  vrell-being  of  the 
cases.    It  is  only  v/here  total  income  is  derived  solely  from  the  grant  that 
the  relief  authorization  has  significance  in  this  sense.    The  mean  of  all 
relief  authorizations  of  the  cases  sampled  Vfas  .;;7,42  per  week;  _l/    'the  mean 
of  weekly  incomes  was  $8,68  (See  Table  55). 


Table  55.  -  Comparison  of  the  Distribution  of 
Direct  UnemplojTnent  Relief  Cases 
by  Total  Weekly  Income 
and  by  Weekly  Relief  Authorization 
my  31,  1936 


AVERAGE  AMDIHIT  WEEKLY 

PER  CEOT  OF  CASES 

IN  SAIffLE 

Total  Case 
Income 

Weekly  Relief 
Authorization 

Total  cases  in  sample 

17,221 

17,221 

PER  CENT 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

$2.50  and  under 

5.2 

6.2 

12.51  to  1  7.50 

47.7 

53.4 

^7.51  to  $12.50 

26.5 

27.1 

12,51  to  117,50 

13.4 

10.9 

Over  <|17,50 

7.2 

2.4 

yean 

18.68 

$7.42 

At  the  present  time,  all  unemployment  relief  cases  receive  their  grants 
in  the  form  of  cash,  although  when  this  study  was  made  the  only  counties  on  a 
cash  relief  basis  were  Philadelphia  and  Allegheny.    Together,  however,  their 
cases  comprised  about  50  per  cent  of  the  State's  caseload,  so  that  the  State 
was  almost  evenly  divided,  with  the  metropolitan  cases  on  a  cash  basis,  and 
the  cases  in  the  smaller  counties  receiving  their  aid  in  the  form  of  orders 
for  the  various  items  in  their  budgets. 

As  a  means  of  additional  assistance  to  cases  in  both  categories,  the 
relief  administration  was  able  to  distribute  Federal  Svirplus  Commodities  and 
to  provide  help  to  those  cases  that  wished  to  plant  gardens  to  supplement  the 
relief  diet  with  fresh  vegetables.    These  forms  of  relief  were  not  counted  as 
part  of  the  grant,  but  did  nevertheless  help  raise  the  real  case  income  to 
some  extent. 


^ Attention  is  again  drawn  to  the  fact  that  CCC  and  ITYA  wages  were  in- 

eluded  in  relief  authorization.  This  has  the  effect  of  raising  slightly 
both  the  proportions  in  the  higher  classes  and  the  mean. 
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Case  Income  of  Poor  Relief  Cases.    In  any  consideration  of  the  in- 
comes of  those  cases  dependent  on  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  several  points  must 
be  continually  kept  in  mind.    The  most  important  is  the  purely  local  char- 
acter of  this  type  of  assistance.    At  the  time  of  the  study  there  vrere  425 
separate  administrative  units,  each  autonomous  as  far  as  standards  of  eligi- 
bility and  assistance  were  concerned.    With  no  central  office  to  standardize 
their  approach  to  the  relief  prohlem,  the  poor  district  officials  met  the 
problem  of  relief  dispensing  in  a  large  variety  of  ways.    Some  districts 
dispensed  relief  on  a  weekly  basis,  and  some  on  a  monthly  basis.    Some  used 
regular  orders  or  cash  grants  for  all  items,  while  others  prepared  regular 
food  orders  and  also  granted  other  forms  of  relief  at  intermittent  periods. 
This  variety  is  reflected  in  the  figures  on  total  case  income  and  is  partly 
responsible  for  their  very  low  levels.    As  pointed  out  earlier  in  this  chap- 
ter, it  is  practically  impossible  to  reduce  assistance  given  in  this  vre.y  to 
meaningful  weekly  averages  that  will  include  everything  and  present  a  fair 
picture  of  poor  relief.    In  addition,  a  greater  proportion  of  poor  relief 
cases  are  concentrated  in  rural  areas  than  is  true  of  any  of  the  other  agen- 
cies studied.    A  total  income  that  would  mean  starvation  in  a  great  city  may 
suffice  in  a  small  village,  where  the  recipient  can,  to  a  far  greater  degree, 
depend  on  the  generosity  of  friends  and  where,  in  addition,  he  may  find  it 
possible  to  have  a  garden  and  perhaps  a  cow.    Finally,  poor  relief  cases  are, 
on  the  average,  much  smaller  than  the  cases  of  the  other  two  agencies  studied 
(See  Table  56). 


Table  56.  -  Mean  Size  of  all 
R.jiief  Cases  and  of  Relief  Families  j 
by  Agency 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


MEAN 

SIZE 

AGENCY 

All  Relief  Cases 

Relief  Families 
of  Two  or  More 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief 
Direct  Unemployment  Relief 
Federal  Works  Program 

2.2 
3.4 
3.9 

3.4 
4.3 
4.5 

a/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


It  is  nevertheless  true  that  nuclear  case  income,  the  amount  that  was 
received  with  regularity,  was  extremely  low  in  poor  relief  cases  (See  Table 
57).    Informftion  on  case  income  was  received  for  2,489  of  the  2,505  cases 
in  the  tabulation;  of  these,  48.1  per  cent  received  $2*50  or  less  per  week, 
while  only  6.3  per  cent  averaged  amoimts  that  exceeded  $7,50, 
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Table  57.  -  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  Cases  of  each 

Size  by  Weekly  Income 
(Excluding  values  of  items  received  in  kind) 
July  31,  1936 


Number 

PER 

CSMT  OF  CASES  IN 

EACH  IKCOIi; 

CLASS  b/ 

irailBEE  OF 

of  Cases 

52.50 

PERSONS 

in 

and 

to 

Over 

IN  CASE 

Sample 

Total 

Under 

$7.50 

.^7.50 

Total  cases 

2,505 

100.0 

48.1 

45.5 

6.3 

One  person 

1,295 

100.0 

73.0 

25.7 

1.3 

"vfo  persons 

583 

100.0 

32.5 

60.5 

6,9 

Three  persons 

209 

100.0 

18.7 

71.3 

10.0 

Four  persons 

156 

100.0 

13.0 

72.7 

14.3 

Five  persons 

106 

100.0 

5.7 

83.0 

11.3 

Over  five  persons 

156 

100.0 

4.5 

66.0 

29.5 

a/   Percentages  computed  on  2,489 

cases 

of  knotm  income. 

The  proportion  receiving  $2.50  or  under  per  week  decreased,  and  the 
proportions  receiving  ^52. 50  to  $7.50,  and  over  $7.50,  increased  with  the 
size  of  the  relief  case,  but  the  general  level  was  so  low  that  even  with 
this  increase,  two-thirds  of  the  cases  including  more  than  five  persons  had 
to  depend  on  from  |2.50  to  $7.50  per  week. 

With  the  total  incomes  nearly  all  at  the  bottom  of  the  scale,  two 
things  might  be  expected:    one,  that  the  standards  of  relief  are  such  that 
little  variation  between  individual  grants  is  possible;  and,  trro,  that  a 
much  greater  proportion  of  the  total  case  income  would  come  from  sources 
other  than  the  grant.    Both  of  these  suppositions  are  true  (See  Tables  58, 
59  and  60). 


Table  58.  -  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  Cases 
Receiving  Weekly  Income  from  Sources 
Other  Than  Poor  Relief 
by  Amount  of  such  Income 
July  31,  1936 


AiroUNT  OF  INCOIffi 

OTHER  THAH  Number  of  Cases  Per  Cent  of  Cases 

RELIEF  GRANT  in  Sample  in  Sample 


Total 

2,505 

100.0 

None 

1,647 

66.2 

02.50  or  under 

671 

26.9 

^2.51  to  $7,50 

126 

5.1 

$7.51  to  12.50 

32 

1.3 

Over  $12,50 

13 

0.5 

Unknown 

16 

.69- 


Of  the  2,505  cases  in  the  sample,  1936,  or  more  than  three-quarters, 
received  grants  that  averaged  from  fl.50  to  $3.50  per  week,  2/  vihile  over 
one-third  of  the  cases  received  some  help  other  than  that  extended  by  the 
poor  relief  officials  themselves.    The  income  cane  from  a  variety  of  sources: 
pensions,  aid  from  friends,  other  agencies,  or  part-time  employment,  and  was 
an  important  factor  in  the  maintenance  of  these  cases,  even  though  the  a- 
mounts  were  small.    In  fact,  those  cases  entirely  dependent  on  Outdoor  Poor 
r.elief  tended  to  have  greater  total  incomes  than  those  that  received  only  a 
part  of  their  income  from  that  source.    About  35  per  cent  of  the  cases  en- 
tirely dependent  on  poor  relief  grants  had  total  incomes  of  $2.50  or  less 
per  week,  while  close  to  75  per  cent  of  those  receiving  additional  income 
fall  in  this  class.    To  an  extent,  this  is  probably  the  result  of  deliberate 
policy  on  the  part  of  many  of  the  officials.    If  persons  or  families  have 
absolutely  no  means  of  support  ajid  must  throw  themselves  entirely  on  the 
-enerosity  of  the  district,  they  are  more  likely  to  receive  the  maxi-raum 
Rmoimt  permissible  than  are  persons  or  families  who  disclose  some  regular 
income,  even  though  that  income  may  be  trifling  in  amount. 


Table  59.  -  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  Cases 
Receiving  Income  in  Addition  to  Grant  or 
Food  Order,  and  Cases  Entirely 
Dependent  on  Relief  Grant  by 
Total  Case  Income 
July  31,  1936 


CASES  ENTIRELY 


CASES  RECEIVING 

DEPEKDENT 

ON 

TOTAL  CASE  INCOlffi 

ADDITIOIIAL 

INCOIffi 

POOR  RELIEF 

GRANT 

Number  in 

Nirmbor  in 

Sample 

Per  Cent 

Sample 

Per  Cent 

Total 

842 

100.0 

1,647 

100.0 

§2.50  or  under 

626 

74.4 

571 

34.7 

52.51  to  |7.50 

86 

10.2 

1,049 

63.7 

Over  $7.50 

130 

15.4 

27 

l.S 

The  separation  of  cases  according  to  the  presence  or  absence  of  addi- 
tional income  is  also  interesting  as  an  illustration  of  the  tendency  to  tele- 
scope grants.    Few  of  the  cases  entirely  dependent  on  Outdoor  Poor  Relief, 
had  average  weekly  incomes  in  excess  of  $7.50j  63.7  per  cent,  however,  re- 
ceived amounts  that  averaged  from  $2.51  to  $7.50. 


1/    They  were  not,  however,  given  on  a  weekly  basis  in  all,  or  even  most,  of 
the  districts.    In  the  interests  of  uniform  treatment  of  the  data  on  in- 
come, the  unit  of  one  week  has  been  used  throughout  the  study.    Poor  Re- 
lief cases,  however,  received  their  assistance  on  the  following  basis: 
38,8  per  cent  received  grants  on  a  weekly  basis. 
61.0  per  cent  received  grants  on  a  monthly  basis. 
0.2  per  cent  received  grants  covering  some  other  period. 
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It  must  again  be  emphasized  that  these  cases  were  drawn  from  hundreds 
of  independent  poor  districts ,  each  of  which  must  set  its  aid  accordin;^  to 
its  own  standards  in  relation  to  the  yield  of  the  poor  tax  or  the  status  of 
the  county  treasury.    At  the  best,  the  amount  that  can  be  provided  is  small, 
and  with  limited  funds  at  their  disposal  the  overseers  or  directors  fre- 
quently find  it  more  expedient  to  supplement  the  meagre  grant  with  an  occa- 
sional order  of  fuel,  a  pair  of  shoes,  medical  care,  or  other  commodities, 
than  to  raise  the  standard  of  relief  itself.    Furthermore,  it  is  evident 
that  Tfhen  the  amount  available  for  the  support  of  entire  families  is  so  lim- 
ited, the  relief  authorization  tends  to  become  a  flat  grant  regardless  of 
case  size.    A  scale  of  grants  is  almost  impossible  when  the  maximum  is  so 
low. 


Table  60.  -  Proportion  of  Outdoor  Relief  Cases 
Receiving  Occasional  Aid  from  the  Poor  Directors 
in  Addition  to  Regular  Cash  Grant  or  Order 
by  Type  and  Average  Regular  Grant  per  Week 
July  31,  1936 


CASES  RECEIVING  All 

AVERAGE 

TYPE  OF 

REGULAR  GRAirr 

OF: 

ADDITIOIIAL 

Total  Cases 

12.50  per  Vfeek 

Over  32.50 

AID 

in  Sample 

or  Less 

per  V-'eek 

Total  cases 

2,505 

1,276 

1,229 

PER  C 

E  N  T 

No  additional  aid 

66.5 

75.2 

57.4 

Occasional  grant  of: 

Fuel 

15.8 

13.2 

18.5 

Clothing 

11.2 

6.7 

15.9 

Rent 

9.4 

3.0 

16.0 

Kilk 

7.7 

3.8 

11.8 

Shoes 

4.6 

1.6 

7.7 

Medical  Care 

3.6 

2.2 

5.1 

Gas 

2.1 

1.9 

2.4 

Light 

1.3 

0.7 

1.9 

Water 

0.8 

0.5 

1.0 

The  extent  to  which  the  Directors  of  the  Poor  gave  only  occasional 
grants  in  kind  could  not  be  determined,  since  a  sample  of  active  cases  taken 
at  a  given  date  TTould  include  only  a  few  in  which  the  entire  amount  of  re- 
lief was  limited  to  a  pair  of  shoes  or  a  cord  of  v/ood.     It  was  possible,  how- 
ever, to  find  how  many  of  the  cases  were  given  this  assistance  in  addition 
to  their  regular  grant  or  food  order  (Table  GO).    The  values  of  these  com- 
modities or  services  were  not  included  in  the  estimates  of  total  case  income, 
since  it  was  not  possible  to  accurately  evaluate  them.    They  varied  in  amounts 
and  periods  for  which  they  vrere  given,  and  serve  merely  to  indicate  that  for 
some  of  the  cases  the  amounts  tabulated  as  total  income  are  too  low. 

Federal  Works  Program.    The  incomes  of  Works  Program  cases  were  con- 
siderably  higher  than  those  for  cases  of  either  of  the  agencies  dispensing 
direct  aid.    There  v/as,  however,  practically  no  relationship  between  income 
and  need,  as  measured  by  the  number  of  persons  in  the  case.    This,  of  course, 
was  to  be  expected,  since  for  the  most  part,  total  case  income  and  the  se- 
curity wage  received  by  the  certified  worker  in  the  case  are  interchangeable. 
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Here,  as  pointed  out  previously,  the  ease  income  is  neither  r  flat  grant  nor 
a  budget  deficiency,  but  a  T.-ai;e  earned  by  the  worker  in  the  case.  This,  as- 
suminf;;  that  he  attended  Trork  fait}  fully,  rms  fixed  by  two  factors:  one,  the 
cotinty  in  which  he  was  ep.ployed;  and,  two,  the  skill  class  in  which  his  work 
relief  occupation  happened  to  fall.  At  the  time  the  survey  was  undertaken, 
the  waf;e  schedule  shown  in  Table  61  vreis  in  effect. 

The  bulk  of  work  in  any  work  relief  program  of  this  sort  is  generally 
in  the  field  of  construction,  and,  since  there  is  not  sufficient  money  to 
malce  possible  the  financing  of  many  elaborate  projects  involving  expensive 
materials  and  equipment,  a  large  percentaf;e  of  the  workers  are  assigned  as 
unskilled  labor. 


Table  61.  -  Monthly  Seciirity  Wage 
Paid  to  T/orkers  on  the  Federal 
Vtorks  Program;  by  Class  of 
County  and  Class  of  Occupation 
Ilay  31,  1936 


COUIITIES  Ii:  VmCH  tee  1S30  POPULATION 


CLASS  OF  TnE  LARGEST  lIUinCIFALITY  VIAS : 


OF 

OCCUFATIOII 

Over 
100,000 

50,000  to 
100,000 

25,000  to 
50,000 

Tinder 
25,000 

Unskilled 

$60.50 

$57.20 

$52.80 

§48.40 

Intermediate 

71.50 

66.00 

60.50 

55.00 

Skilled 

85.00 

75.00 

70.00 

63.00 

Professional 

94.00 

83.00 

77.00 

69.00 

&  Technical 

This  should  lead  to  the  expectation  that  most  case  incomes  vrould  av- 
erage from  $12.50  to  $17.50  per  week.    Such  T/as  the  case;  61  per  cent  of  the 
cases  were  included  in  that  class.    The  class  directly  below,  .'?7.51  to  $12.50, 
and  the  one  directly  above,  $17.51  to  $22.50,  accounted  for  another  31  per 
cent . 

About  the  only  variations  in  income  that  were  introduced  because  of 
case  size  were  in  the  larger  cases.    Here  the  differential  between  Direct 
Pelief  and  Vtorks  Program  income  might  have  been  wiped  out  completely  for 
some  families,  had  the  policy  of  assigning  to  VJPA  only  one  worker  to  a  case 
not  been  modified.    This  was  done  by  permitting  additional  security  wages 
to  flow  to  some  cases  from  the  part-time  employment  of  youths.    These  Na- 
tional Youth  Administration  wages,  plus  the  fact  that  the  large  families 
included  more  persons  available  for  full  or  part-time  private  employment, 
are  responsible  for  the  increase  in  the  case  income  of  the  seven,  -  eight,  - 
nine,  -  and  ten- person  families  (Table  62). 
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Table  62.  -  Cases  Dependent  on  the  Federal 
V/orks  Program,  each  Case  Size  by  V-'eekly  Incons 
vay  31,  1S36 


ITUISBER 

OF 
PERSOIIS 
IM  CASE 


Kuniber 
of  Cases 
in 


PER  CEKT  OF  CASES  IN  EACH  IUCO!jE  CLASS 
■■^7.50  ^5  7.51  §12.51  $17.51  022.51 


and       to         to         to         to  Over 
Sample  Total  Under  512.50  $17.50  §22.50  $27.50  $27.50 


Total  cases 

One  person 
Ttvo  persons 
Three  persons 
Four  persons 
Five  persons 
Six  i>ersons 
Seven  persons 
Eight  persons 
Nine  persons 
Ten  persons 
Over  ten  persons 


22,377 

100.0 

o.e 

16.7 

61.0 

14.0 

3.4 

4.3 

3,361 

100.0 

0.3 

7.9 

82.5 

9.1 

0.1 

0.1 

3,873 

100.0 

0.3 

18.5 

68.2 

11.4 

0.8 

0.7 

3,983 

100.0 

0.4 

18.4 

63.2 

13.3 

2.3 

2.3 

3,438 

100.0 

0.3 

18.6 

59.3 

14.6 

3.6 

3.7 

2,587 

100.0 

o.s 

18.8 

55.0 

15.8 

4.6 

4.9 

1,839 

100.0 

0.9 

18.5 

50.2 

17.0 

6.0 

7.4 

1,284 

100.0 

0.9 

18.4 

45.7 

19.0 

5.8 

10.2 

870 

100.0 

1.6 

17.5 

42.1 

18.3 

8.3 

12.2 

515 

100.0 

o.e 

19.0 

39.8 

18.3 

7.9 

14.4 

302 

100.0 

1.3 

13.2 

29.8 

23.2 

13.3 

19.2 

325 

100.0 

1.2 

8,3 

27.7 

20.6 

15.4 

26.8 

a/    Percentages  computed  on  22,367  cases  of  known  income. 
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CHAPTER  IV 


ELCPLOYABILITY  OF  THOSE  RECEIVING  RELIEF 


Regular  employment  at  living  wages  is  the  hope  of  all  but  a  few  workers 
receiving  relief.    It  represents  independence,  increased  income  for  their  fam- 
ilies, and  a  sense  of  "belonging"  which  no  work  relief  program  can  give,  re- 
gardless of  how  well  planned  it  may  be.    IVhether  or  not  such  employment  is 
possible  for  all  these  workers  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  study.     If  every- 
one of  vrorking  age  could  be  employed,  nearly  90  per  cent  of  the  reasons  for 
a  public  assistance  problem  would  disappear.     It  is  the  purpose  of  this  chap- 
tor  to  examine  the  apparent  potential  employability  of  these  vrorkers;  to  de- 
ter'jiine,  in  general,  '.vhat  their  Ciiaracteristics  are,  and  to  try  to  relate 
these  factors  to  the  cases  in  ivhich  they  are  included. 

Unfortunately,  the  basic  classifications  used  are  open  to  question, 
since  the  concept  of  "employability"  is  not  capable  of  exact  statement.  A 
person,  presumably,  is  "employable"  if  he  can  be  employed,  and  "unemployable" 
if  he  cannot,  but  before  such  a  question  can  be  ansvrered  it  is  necessary  to 
answer  another  and  even  more  perplexing  question,  "employed  at  what?"  Among 
the  groups  in  the  population  that  are  frequently  labeled  "Unemployable,"  none 
seems  to  have  fewer  chances  at  employment  than  the  blind,  but  after  proper 
vocational  training  many  blind  persons  perform  useful  labor  that  places  them 
in  the  employable  class.    Nor  is  it  entirely  a  problem  of  physical  or  mental 
handicaps.    A  young  coal  miner  living  in  a  community  in  which  the  mines  have 
been  abandoned  and  in  which  there  are  no  alternative  enterprises  for  which 
he  is  fitted,  is  probably  less  employable  than  many  men  whose  age  and  physical 
condition  may  be  against  them,  but  who  happen  to  be  more  fortunately  situated 
geographically. 

Furthermore,  employability  has  significance  only  on  a  case  or  family 
basis,  since  the  normal  interdependence  of  group  life  is  such  that  certain 
persons  have  not  been  expected  to  seek  gainful  employment.    The  question  of 
employability  of  all  family  members  would  not  occxor  to  anyone  examining  a 
family  group  of  an  able-bodied  husband,  a  wife,  and  four  young  children,  but 
if  death  should  remove  the  breadwinner,  the  widow  is  certainly  in  no  position 
to  spend  a  third  of  her  day  away  from  her  family.    This  family  group  is  now 
"uuemployable ." 

Finally,  the  time  element  must  be  emphasized  in  another  way.  A  yovith 
of  seventeen  may  not  be  part  of  the  labor  market  while  in  school,  since  gen- 
erally employment  is  impossible  as  long  as  he  remains  a  student.  He,  there- 
fore, is  classed  with  the  unen^jloyables,  although  this  status  is  a  temporary 
one  and  may  change  with  the  season  of  the  year. 

Regardless,  however,  of  the  difficulties  involved,  it  is  necessary  to 
attempt  some  sort  of  rough  classification  of  the  relief  population  and  of  re- 
lief cases  on  the  basis  of  employment  possibilities,  and  in  the  following 
paragraphs  this  has  been  done  by  defining  as  "employable"  all  persons  who  are 
working  or  seeking  work.    A  person  wtio  was  unemployed  and  not  seeking  work 
was  classified  as  unemployable,  unless  the  reasons  for  his  inactivity  on  the 
labor  market  were  such  that  within  a  short  period  of  time  he  would  again  re- 
sume his  search  for  a  job.    Temporary  illness,  for  example,  was  not  consider- 
ed a  sufficient  reason  for  classing  a  person  as  unemployable,  and  a  person 
registered  as  "active"  in  a  public  employment  office  was  automatically  re- 
garded as  employable. 
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Employability  of  Relief  Cases.  On  the  basis  of  these  definitions, 
89  per  cent  of  the  cases  studied  included  one  or  more  persons  who  were  em- 
ployable. In  this  characteristic,  however,  more  than  any  other,  the  case- 
loads of  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  and  the  Federal 
V/orks  Program,  showed  wide  differences  (Table  63),  largely  because  the  re- 
lationships of  these  forms  of  assistance  to  the  population  aided  have  been 
defined  in  terms  of  employability. 


Table  63,  -  Proportion  of  Relief  Cases 
Containing  Employable  Members, by  Agency 
my  31,  1936  a/ 


EJPLOYABILITY 

Total  for 
Three 

Outdoor 
Poor 
Relief 

Direct 
Unemployment 
Relief 

Federal 
"forks 
Pro  gram 

Total  cases  in  Sample 

PER  C 

c  ,  DUO 

E  N  T 

1  7 

i.  /  jf^^^J. 

, 0 /  ' 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Cases  containing  persons 
sixteen  to  sixty  four 
years  of  age 

94.1 

57.5 

93.5 

98.7 

Cases  containing  persons 
working  or  seeking  work 

88. S 

17.3 

84.2 

100.0 

a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief, 

July  31,  1936. 

All  of  the  '/'forks  Program  cases  were  employable,  that  is,  had  at  least 
one  employable  member,  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  there  must  be  at  least  one 
certified  vrorker  before  the  case  can  be  placed  on  the  rolls  of  this  agency. 
Only  18  per  cent  of  the  cases  receiving  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  included  employ- 
able persons,  but  theoretically,  even  this  18  per  cent  is  a  high  proportion 
of  Poor  Relief  cases  since,  in  recent  years,  persons  whose  need  for  help  was 
brought  about  by  general  economic  causes  have  been  largely  cared  for  by  un- 
employment relief.    Similarly,  a  consideration  of  these  policies  might  have 
led  to  the  expectation  that  only  employable  cases  were  on  Unemployment  Relief 
rolls,  although  actually  the  proportion  was  84.2  per  cent  cases  with  employ- 
able members  and  15.8  per  cent  with  only  unen5>loyabl©  members.    This  over- 
lapping in  spite  of  x>olicy  was  inevitable,  not  only  because  of  the  administra- 
tive difficulties  involved  in  appljring  yardsticks  as  indefinite  as  "employable" 
and  "unemployable,"  but  also  because  a  genuine  need  of  help  on  the  part  of 
cases  has  often  been  combined  with  the  inability  of  the  responsible  local  agen- 
cy to  provide  aid.    This  has  frequently  caused  unemployment  relief  officials 
to  interpret  unemployment  relief  in  a  broader  sense  than  perhaps  the  original 
acts  intended,  while  on  the  other  hand  stoppages  of  unemployment  relief  be- 
cause of  legislative  or  other  delays  have,  in  certain  communities,  involved 
the  assur^jtion  of  unemployment  relief  by  local  directors  and  overseers  of  the 
poor. 

Table  64  gives  the  distribution  of  the  Otrtdoor  Poor  Relief  cases  of 
each  size  by  the  number  of  employable  persons  included.    More  than  nine-tenths 
of  the  single  persons  vrero  "unemployable,"  while  the  proportion  of  family 
cases  in  which  no  one  was  working  or  seeking  work  ranged  from  approximately 
half  of  the  cases  including  over  five  persons  to  84  per  cent  of  the  tnro-person 
cases. 
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Table  64.  -  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  Cases  of  each  Sieej 
by  the  Number  of  Employable  Persons  included 
July  31,  1936 


JUCBER  OF 
PERSOIiS  IK 
CASE 

Nuuiber 
of  Cases 
in  Sample 

PER  CENT  OF  CASES  V.ITH  SPECIFIED 
KTJLIBER  OF  ElilPLOYABLES 

Total 

None 

One 

Two 

Three  or  More 

Total 

2,505 

100.0 

82,3 

15.4 

2.0 

0.3 

One  person 

1,295 

100,0 

92.0 

8.0 

Two  persons 

583 

100.0 

84.1 

14.9 

1.0 

Three  persons 

209 

100.0 

63.6 

30.2 

6.2 

Four  persons 

156 

100,0 

62.2 

29.5 

6.4 

1.9 

Five  persons 

106 

100.0 

60.4 

38.7 

0.9 

Over  five  persons 

156 

100.0 

54.5 

28.9 

12.8 

3.8 

Not  only  was  the  percentage  of  cases  containing  en^jloyables  low  for 
Outdoor  Poor  Relief  but  it  was,  for  the  most  part,  made  up  of  cases  contain- 
ing only  one  employable  person.    Only  2.3  per  cent  of  the  cases  contained 
more  than  one  such  person.    The  few  large  cases,  of  six  or  more,  showed  a 
relatively  high  degree  of  employability  measured  in  this  way,  and  even  here 
only  one-sixth  of  the  cases  contained  more  than  one  en^loyabla,  vrfiile  55  per 
cent  included  no  one  working  or  looking  for  work. 

The  chief  differences  between  the  caseloads  of  Direct  Unemploj'mont  Re- 
lief and  the  Federal  Works  Program  were  the  complete  absence  of  unemployable 
cases  from  the  WPA  (Table  56),  and  the  much  smaller  proportion  of  cases  with 
two  or  more  employables  on  ERA  rolls  (Table  65).    The  proportions  of  unem- 
ployable cases  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  were  high  and  comprised 
23  per  cent  of  both  one-person  and  two-person  cases,  13  per  cent  of  the  three- 
person  cases,  11  per  cent  of  the  four-person  cases  and  so  on,  the  lowest  per- 
centage reached  being  4  per  cent,  for  cases  of  over  10  persons. 

Table  65.  -  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  Cases  of 
each  Size, by  the  Number  of  Employable 
Persons  Included 
Itey  31,  1936 


PER  CENT  OF  CASES  V/ITH  SPECIFIED 
NUlffiER  OF  Number  of  NUMBER  OF  EMPLOYABLES 


PimSOlK  IN 
CjVSE 

Cases  in 
Sample 

Total 

None 

One 

Two 

Three 

Four 
or  more 

Total 

17 

,221 

100.0 

15.8 

63.5 

14.2 

4.5 

1,9 

One  person 

4 

,946 

100.0 

22.9 

77.1 

Two  persona 

3 

,170 

100.0 

22.7 

60.3 

17,0 

Three  persons 

2 

,448 

100,0 

13.0 

63.3 

21,2 

2.5 

Four  persons 

1 

,965 

100.0 

11,1 

60.3 

19,7 

7,9 

0,9 

Five  persons 

1 

,544 

100.0 

9,2 

59.8 

20,9 

8,2 

1,9 

Six  persons 

1 

,094 

100,0 

7,8 

55,9 

21.3 

10,0 

5,0 

Seven  persons 

753 

100,0 

6,4 

49,0 

22,3 

14,3 

8,0 

Sight  persons 

553 

100.0 

5,6 

52,8 

20,1 

12,5 

9,0 

Nine  persons 

348 

100.0 

5,5 

43,6 

23.3 

16.1 

11,5 

Ten  persons 

224 

100,0 

3,1 

37,5 

21,9 

22.8 

14.7 

Over  ten  persons 

176 

100,0 

4,0 

23,9 

22.1 

26,1 

23.9 
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Since  the  proportions  of  ERA  eind  V/PA  cases  containing  one  employable 
person  was  onl;/'  slightly  over  three- fifths  for  both  agencies,  the  lack  of 
unemployable  cases  on  the  Federal  lYorks  Progran  meant  considerably  higher 
proportions  of  cases  in  which  two  or  inore  persons  were  employable.  Over 
one-third  of  the  cases  dependent  on  security  wages  were  of  this  kind,  as 
compared  with  a  little  over  a  fifth  of  the  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  cases. 

Table  66.  -  Relief  Cases  of  each  Size 
dependent  on  Federal  Works  Program; 
by  number  of  E^loyable  Persons  Included 
May  31,  1936 


PER  CEI-TT  OF  CASES  WITH  SPECIFIED 


lOTJBER  OF 

Number 

ITUIIBER 

OF  EMPIJDYABLES 

PERSONS  IK 

of  Cases 

CASE 

in  Sample 

Total 

Hone 

One 

Two 

Three 

Four  or  }.'ore 

Total 

22,377 

100.0 

66.5 

20.5 

8.4 

4.6 

One  person 

3,361 

100.0 

100,0 

Two  persons 

3,873 

100,0 

79,5 

20.5 

Three  persons 

3,983 

100.0 

69.7 

27.0 

3.3 

Four  persons 

3,438 

100.0 

64.0 

24.4 

10.7 

0,9 

Five  persons 

2,587 

100,0 

55.3 

25.0 

14.2 

5.0 

Six  persons 

1,839 

100.0 

50.4 

23.3 

16.8 

9,5 

Seven  persons 

1,284 

100.0 

41.7 

24.2 

19.6 

14,5 

iight  persons 

870 

100.0 

34.8 

25.7 

21.2 

18,3 

Xine  persons 

515 

100,0 

29.1 

26.0 

22.1 

22,7 

Ten  persons 

302 

100,0 

22.2 

21.2 

23.8 

32,8 

Over  ten  persona 

325 

100.0 

11.7 

22.4 

26.5 

39.4 

The  analysis  by  case  slie  raises  another  question  regarding  the  de- 
finition of  "employability."    It  will  be  noted  that  in  17.0  per  cent  of  the 
two-person  cases  and  2.5  per  cent  of  the  three-person  cases  receiving  Direct 
Unemployment  Relief,  all  persons  in  the  case  were  working  or  seeking  work. 
Corresponding  percentages  for  the  Viorks  Program  were  20.5  and  3.3  per  cent. 
It  is  likely  that  full-time  employment  by  one  person  in  many  of  these  cases 
would  remove  from  the  list  of  "employables"  the  other  person  or  persons 
looking  for  work.    Thus,  for  part  of  the  caseload,  at  least,  the  apparent 
employability  is  probably  higher  than  the  actual  work  histories  would  war- 
rant.   In  fact,  a  closer  scrutiny  of  the  larger  oases,  in  which  three  or 
more  persons  are  classed  as  eTi5)loyables,  would  probably  show  that  many  of 
these  persons  have  not  been  and  probably  will  not  be  "usually  gainfully 
occupied." 

UneTgployable  Relief  Population.    Nothing  will  do  more  to  remove  the 
notions  of  unfitness  and  inferiority  which  the  tenn  "unemployable"  sometimes 
connotes,  than  an  examination  of  the  reasons  these  relief  persons  are  not 
active  on  the  labor  market.    Such  an  analysis  shows  that  the  proportion  of 
truly  handicapped  persons  is  extremely  small. 

Since  other  definitions  of  employability  frequently  limit  themselves 
to  a  consideration  of  persons  between  the  ages  of  16  and  64  who  are  not  seek- 
ing work,  the  proportions  of  this  s-e  class  unenqiloyed  and  not  seeking  work 
are  presented  sepsirately.  In  Table  67,  as  are  those  for  persons  below  and 
above  these  age  classes. 
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Table  67.  -  Proportion  of  Relief  Persons  in  each 
Age  and  Sex  Group  V/ho  Are  Wot  Seeking  IVork; 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


PER 

CEl'iT  OF  ALL 

PERSONS  OF  SPECIFIED  AGE  AND  SEX 

AGE 

WHO 

WERE  NOT  SEEKING  »RK 

CLASS 

Three 

Outdoor 

Direct 

Federal  Vforks 

ai;d  sex 

Agencies 

Poor  Relief 

Unemployment  Relief 

Program 

All  Ages 

64.1 

89.9 

66,2 

61,2 

Male 

46.2 

87.4 

41.3 

Feinale 

82.9 

91.0 

81,4 

83.3 

Under  Sixteen 

99.8 

99,7 

99.8 

99.8 

Male 

99.7 

99.5 

OQ  Q 

Feinale 

99,8 

99.9 

99«8 

Sixteen  to 

Sixty-Foiir 

39.4 

76,4 

10.3 

62.5 

13.3 

7.4 

Female 

70.3 

83,2 

67,4 

71. C 

Sixty-Five 

and  Over 

75.2 

95.5 

74.9 

62,6 

l»ale 

56.4 

93.7 

57.2 

35,5 

Feinale 

96.5 

97,0 

95.8 

96.8 

a/    Outdoor  Poor  F.elief,  July  31,  1936. 


Several  facts  present  themselves  immediately.    One  is  that  practically 
all  of  the  children  \mder  sixteen  receiving  relief  are  not  working  or  looking 
for  7/ork,  an  indication  that  the  years  of  effort  expended  in  the  fight  for 
the  abolition  of  child  labor  and  for  the  extension  of  school  opportxmities 
for  older  youth,  has  met  with  some  success,  since  in  no  section  of  the  popu- 
lation would  the  temptation  to  use  the  additional  earning  power  of  children 
be  so  continually  present  as  among  those  dependent  on  relief. 

The  second  interesting  discovery  is  that  a  relatively  high  proportion 
of  those  over  the  age  of  64  are  still  making  every  effort  to  earn  their  own 
way.    In  fact,  only  about  36  per  cent  of  the  males  65  years  old  and  over  on 
V/orks  Program  rolls,  and  approximately  57  per  cent  of  those  receiving  Direct 
Unemployment  Relief,  reported  that  they  were  either  no  longer  able  to  work 
or  not  interested  in  holding  a  job.    TOiether  or  not  these  elders  should,  as 
a  matter  of  social  policy,  find  it  necessary  to  continue  on  the  labor  market, 
cannot  be  considered  here,  but  it  is  clear  that  an  arbitrary  classification 
that  leaves  persons  over  64  out  of  consideration  as  to  employability  does 
not  necessarily  fit  with  the  facts,  although  it  is  entirely  probable  that 
many  of  these  older  persons  who  tire  looking  for  jobs  will  not  find  then. 

The  proportions  of  those  between  16  and  64  who  are  "off  the  labor 
market"  shows  interesting  differences  between  sexes  and  among  the  three  re- 
lief agencies  studied  (See  Table  67),    The  proportions  of  WPA  males  in  this 
classification  was  only  7  per  cent  of  the  total  men  16  to  64,  while  ERA  and 
Outdoor  Poor  Relief  male  adults  showed  corresponding  proportions  of  13  and 
63  per  cent,  respectively,    A  much  greater  proportion  of  the  women  were  not 
seeking  work.    The  lowest  percentages  were  of  women  16  to  64  receiving  Direct 
Unemployment  Relief,  where  67  per  cent  were  not  seeking  workj  Works  Program 
women  had  72  per  cent  of  their  members  in  this  classification  vrhile,  as  was 
true  with  the  men.  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  exhibited  the  highest  degree  of  xmesv 
ployability  among  women,  with  83  per  cent. 
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Table  68.  -  Proportion  of  Relief  Persons 
Sixteen  to  Sixty-Four  Years  of  Age 
TOio  Are  Hot  Seeking  Work 
Compared  with  the  same  Proportion 
after  the  Removal  of  Students  and  Housewives; 
by  Agency  and  Sex 
li!ay  31,  1936  a/ 


Total  Persons      PER  CENT  OF  ALL  Pi:n?SONS  SIXTEEN  TO  SIXTY-FOUR 
AGENCY  in  Sample   TOO  WERE  NOT  SEEKING  TTORK  


AND 

Sixteen  to 

Before  Exclusion 

After  Exclusion 

SEX 

Sixty- four 

of  Students  After 

Exclusion 

01  otuaents 

Years  of  Age  and  Home-Makers  b/ 

of 

Students 

and  Home- Makers 

All  Agencies 

86,600 

39.4 

34,1 

5,8 

Male 

44,606 

10.3 

5.0 

4,8 

Female 

41,994 

70.3 

65.1 

6.7 

Outdoor  Poor 

Relief 

1,991 

76,4 

71,8 

36.6 

Maxe 

654 

62.5 

55.7 

55,7 

Female 

1,337 

83.2 

79.7 

27,2 

Direct  Unem- 

ployment Relief 

31,873 

41,0 

35,5 

8.0 

Male 

15,532 

13,3 

7,5 

7,2 

Female 

16,341 

67.4 

62.2 

8.6 

Federal  Works 

Program 

52,736 

37,0 

31,9 

3.3 

Jfele 

28,420 

7.4 

2.5 

2.4 

Female 

24,316 

71,6 

66.2 

4.4 

a/   Outdoor  Poor 

Relief,  July  31,  1936, 

^/    See  Table  67 

• 

Since  the 

age  limits 

under  16,  16  to  64, 

and 

65  and  over,  are  set  up 

merely  as  a  convenient,  although  arbitrary,  method  of  separating  children  and 
aged  persons  from  adults  of  working  age,  certain  facts  are  obscured.  Yoxing 
persons,  for  example,  do  not  generally  stop  attending  school  at  16j  in  fact, 
the  Federal  Government  has  shotm  a  special  interest  in  keeping  the  youth  of 
relief  families  in  school  and  off  the  labor  market,  and,  when  the  study  was 
made,  was  providing  aid  to  students  through  the  National  Youth  Administra- 
tion.   If  students  are  subtracted  from  those  not  seeking  work,  the  propor- 
tion of  "uner^jloyables"  16  to  64  falls  from  39.4  per  cent  to  34.1  per  cent 
(See  Table  68).    Among  males  and  females  of  each  agency,  the  proportions  of 
the  middle-age  bracket  not  seeking  work  show  decreases  rajiging  from  4  to  7 
per  cent,  and  since  the  percentage  of  males  not  seeking  work  was  only  13  per 
cent  for  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  and  7  per  cent  for  the  Federal  Works 
Program,  the  removal  of  male  students  over  16  from  the  "not  seeking  work" 
class  leaves  only  7.5  per  cent  and  2.5  per  cent,  respectively,  of  unemploy- 
able men  for  these  two  agencies. 

Even  after  the  removal  of  those  in  school,  the  percentages  of  relief 
females  16  to  64  not  seeking  work  remain  high,  ranging  from  about  62  per 
cent  of  the  women  receiving  Direct  Uneinployment  Relief  to  80  per  cent  of 
those  on  Poor  Relief  rolls.    The  reason  for  this  is  not  difficult  to  deter- 
mine.   All  but  a  few  of  them  are  housewives  or  home-makers  and  are  not  look- 
ing for  Jobs  because  their  services  are  needed  in  the  home.    If  the  group 
I    not  seeking  work  is  further  reduced  by  the  removal  of  home-makers,  (and  it 
should  be  pointed  out  that  this  classification  includes  a  small  proportion 
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of  males,)  the  percentage  of  those  between  the  ages  of  16  and  64  of  hoth 
sexes  not  seeking  work  becomes  6  per  cent;  only  8  per  cent  of  the  adults  of 
this  age  class  who  are  receiving  uneraployment  relief,  and  3  per  cent  of 
those  included  in  Works  Program  oases,  remain  in  the  "unemployable"  class* 

This  remaining  group  is  made  up  for  the  most  part  of  those  who  for 
one  reason  or  another  are  hanriicapped  to  a  point  where,  at  least  in  their 
own  eyes,  they  are  not  potential  gainful  workers. 

After  the  removal  of  students  and  housewives,  the  relative  difference 
in  degree  of  employability  of  those  on  Poor  Relief  and  Unemployment  Relief 
rolls  is  much  more  marked,  as  reference  to  Table  68  will  show* 
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This  preponderance  of  ho mo -makers  and  students  over  16  is,  of  course, 
evident  in  a  classification  of  the  reasons  given  by  those  16  years  old  and 
over  ivho  are  ujiemployod  and  not  seekinr;  work  (See  Table  69),    These  tiro  rea- 
sons account  for  the  "unemployability"  of  40  per  cent  of  the  females  on  Poor 
Relief  who  are  not  seeking  work,  and  79  per  cent  and  89  per  cent,  respect- 
ively, of  the  corresponding  groups  of  women  on  ERA  and  VrPA  rolls.    With  the 
exception  of  Poor  Relief,  where  the  proportion  of  children  is  lower  than  in 
Unemployment  Relief,  male  students  formed  the  largest  group  of  those  not 
seeking  work,  comprising  31  per  cent  of  the  males  on  ERA  not  seeking  work 
and  54  per  cent  of  those  on  the  Federal  Y.'orks  Program, 

Of  considerable  importance,  particularly  on  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  rolls, 
were  those  who  vrere  "too  old  to  work,"    Included  in  this  group  are  a  number 
of  persons  65  or  over  who  reported  specific  handicaps  which  might  have  made 
it  possible  to  classify  them  in  one  of  the  other  groups  used,  but  because, 
in  most  instances,  these  handicaps  were  the  result  of  their  years,  it  was 
decided  to  group  into  this  classification  all  persons  over  64  who  were  not 
seeking  work.    Not  all  persons  included,  hovrever,  had  reached  the  age  of  65. 
A  sirall  percentage  of  persons,  especially  women,  reported  themselves  as  "too 
old"  at  ages  considerably  below  this,  but  since  the  age  of  employability  is 
one  that  varies  not  only  from  person  to  person  but  from  vocation  to  vocation, 
it  was  felt  that  their  analysis  of  their  relation  to  the  labor  market  was 
perhaps  as  accurate  as  any  that  could  be  supplied. 

As  indicated  previously,  three  reasons  accotmted  for  the  great  majority 
of  those  classed  as  "\inemployable" ;  agej  the  need  for  services  in  the  home; 
and  attendance  at  school.    The  balance  was  distributed  over  a  variety  of  rea- 
sons which  are  grouped  for  reference  in  Table  69,    Although  the  proportions 
are  small,  even  after  grouping,  several  groups  are  large  enough  to  merit  some 
consideration.    Men  who  have  been  crippled  by  loss  of  limbs,  congenital  de- 
formity, or  v.fho  have  been  partially  or  totally  paralyzed  by  diseases  of  the 
organs  of  locomotion,  form  about  9  per  cent  of  the  poor  relief  males  over  16 
classified  as  unemployable,  and  about  7  and  4  per  cent,  respectively,  of  the 
males  on  ERA  and  WPA  rolls  who  were  not  working  or  seeking  work.    Even  though 
they  are  few  in  number,  they  v^ere,  for  example,  relatively  far  more  numerous 
than  were  blind  persons.    Persons  suffering  from  cardiac  or  allied  disorders 
v/ere  an  important  section  of  the  males  not  working  or  seeking  work,  vho  were 
receiving  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  or  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  while  those  suf- 
fering from  tuberculosis,  asthma,  and  the  like,  formed  4  per  cent  of  the  Di- 
rect Unemployment  Relief  males  not  seeking  work. 
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Table  70,  -  Relief  Males  Sixteen  Years  Old  and  Over 
Uneii5)loyed  and  Not  Seeking  Work; 
ty  Agency  Providing  Aid,  Age,  and 
Whether  or  not  Previously  Employed 
May  31,  1936  bJ 


OUTDOOR  POOR         DIRECT  UTffiUPlJOYMENT         FEDERAL  TTORKS 

^  g  g  '  RELIEF  RELIEF  PROSRA}^  

Previously     Inex-      Previously     Inex-      Previously  Inex- 
Employed    perienced    Eii5)loy©d    perienced    Enqjloyed  perienced 

Males 
sixteen 
and  over 
unemployed 


and  not 
seeking 


work 

928 

153 

1,627 

1,277 

797 

1,797 

PER    C  E 

N  T 

Total 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100,0 

100,0 

100.0 

Under  20 

0.1 

31.4 

0.4 

73.5 

0,5 

79.5 

20  -  29 

2.3 

7.2 

2.5 

7.8 

3.9 

7,0 

30  -  39 

4.9 

9,2 

7.7 

2.4 

5.3 

1.6 

40  -  49 

4.9 

7.2 

15.5 

2.9 

11.9 

1,8 

50  -  59 

11.5 

6.E 

17,8 

2,7 

20.5 

1,9 

60  -  69 

28.8 

12.4 

28.0 

4,8 

30.4 

2.5 

70  -  79 

40,6 

19.6 

25.1 

4,8 

22.5 

4.2 

80  and  over 

6.8 

6.5 

3.0 

1,0 

5.0 

1.5 

a/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


The  great  majority  (86  per  cent)  of  adult  poor  relief  males  unemployed 
and  not  seeking  work  had  had  jobs  at  one  time,  as  con^jared  with  56  per  cent 
of  those  receiving  unemployment  relief,  and  31  per  cent  of  the  corresponding 
group  dependent  on  seciirity  wages  (See  Table  70).    The  women,  on  the  other 
hand,  were  largely  inexperienced,  19  per  cent  of  the  adult  female  unemploy- 
ables  receiving  poor  relief  had  been  previously  employed,  only  about  11  per 
cent  of  unemployable  women  on  ERA  rolls,  and  6  per  cent  of  those  on  the  Fed- 
eral Works  Program  had  had  experience  as  workers. 

<,  The  age  patterns  of  the  males  16  years  old  and  over  who  were  not  look- 
ing for  work  give  further  evidence  of  the  characteristics  of  the  tmemployable 
group  that  were  discussed  previously.  Large  percentages  of  the  inexperienced 
males  are  concentrated  under  20;  most  of  these  are  the  students.  The  pre- 
viously employed  male  unemployables  were  for  the  most  part  in  the  higher  ages 
with  the  greatest  percentages  between  the  ages  of  60  and  69  for  unenqjloyment 
relief  males,  and  70  to  79  for  poor  relief  males.  The  handicapped  groups  are 
roughly,  those  vrtio  were  inexperienced  even  though  over  the  age  of  30,  and  the 
previously  employed  in  the  younger  ages.  The  proportion  of  the  older  men  who 
have  never  worked  is  especially  high  for  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  where  more  than 
half  were  over  40. 
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Table  71.  -  Relief  Females  Sixteen  years  Old  and  Over 
Unemployed  and  Not  Seeking  Work; 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  Age, 
and  V/hether  or  not  Previously  En^doyed 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


OUTDOOR  POOR 

DIRECT  UMEMPLOYMENT 

FEDERAL  VTORKS 

AGE 

RELIEF 

RELIEF 

PROGRAM 

Previously  Inex- 
Enployed  perienced 

Previously  Inex- 
Employed  perienced 

Previously  Inex- 
Employed  perienced 

Females 
sixteen 
and  over 


unemployed 
and  not 
seeking 


work 

360 

1,537 

1,372 

10,841 

1,131 

17,32€ 

P  E 

R  CENT 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

Under  20 

1.4 

4.8 

2,8 

11.5 

3,4 

11.5 

20  -  29 

8.3 

7.1 

23.8 

18.7 

27,8 

20.9 

30  -  39 

15,8 

12.9 

23,4 

22.1 

28,7 

21.1 

40-49 

10.0 

9.9 

16,5 

20.0 

19,2 

21,4 

50  -  59 

13.9 

11.2 

13,0 

12.9 

12,0 

15,0 

60  -  69 

29.1 

27,7 

13.0 

9.7 

6,0 

7,1 

70  -  79 

17.5 

21.2 

6.3 

4,3 

2,4 

2,3 

80  and  over 

3.9 

5.3 

1,1 

0,7 

0,4 

0,7 

~^    Outdoor  Poor  Relief  July  31,  1936. 


The  ages  of  women  who  were  imemployed  not  seeking  work  tended  to  follow 
the  same  general  pattern  as  that  of  the  total  married  female  population  16  and 
over  receiving  relief  (See  Table  71),    This  was  to  be  expected,  since  they 
formed  such  a  large  proportion  of  the  total  and  since  the  majority  were  off 
the  labor  market  because  of  their  duties  as  housewives.    Nor  did  the  age  dis- 
tribution of  the  inexperienced  differ  greatly  from  that  of  those  previously 
employed,  with  the  one  exception  of  those  under  20,  who  were  for  the  most  part 
inexperienced  and,  like  their  brothers  of  the  seme  age,  were  in  school. 

Employment  Status  and  General  Charaoteristios  of  Employable  Tforkers  on 
Relief,    Because  children,  aged  persons,  home-makers  and  others  who  do  not 
have  an  active  relationship  to  the  labor  market  form  the  majority  of  those  re- 
ceiving relief,  the  percentage  of  employables  is  relatively  low.    It  amounts 
to  only  10  per  cent  of  those  receiving  Poor  Relief,  one-third  of  those  receiv- 
ing Direct  UneTi5>loyment  Relief,  and  about  39  per  cent  of  the  persons  in  Vforks 
Program  oases  (See  Table  72), 
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Table  72.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief; 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  and  Employability 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


El^PLOYABILITY 

Three 
Agencies 

Outdoor 
Poor  Relief 

Direct 
Unemployment  Relief 

Federal 
Works  Program 

Total  persons 

Til 

5,380 

57,895 

88,180 

PER  C 

E  N  T 

All  persons 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Employable 

35.9 

10.1 

33.8 

38.8 

Unen^iloyable 

64.1 

89.9 

66.2 

61.2 

Under  16 

38,3 

34.5 

40.1 

37.3 

16  -  64 

22.5 

28.4 

22.6 

22.2 

55  and  over 

3.3 

27.0 

3.5 

1.7 

&/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


If,  hov/ever,  the  practice  of  the  United  States  Census  Btireau  is  follow- 
ed and  the  proportions  computed  for  those  10  years  old  and  over,  the  percent- 
age of  those  in  this  age  class  receiving  relief  who  are  eii5)loyable  is  extremely 
close  to  the  proportion  of  the  total  population  in  1930  that  was  reported  as 
gainfully  occupied  (See  Table  73).    At  that  time,  48.1  per  cent  of  Pennsyl- 
vania's total  population,  excluding  children  under  10  years  of  age,  vrere  "usu- 
ally gainfully  occupied,"  a  definition  which,  it  should  be  pointed  out,  ex- 
cluded those  new  workers  who  had  come  on  to  the  labor  market  but  who  had  never 
had  a  job.    Changes  over  the  six  intervening  years,  and  the  differences  be- 
tween a  "gainful  worker"  according  to  the  census,  and  an  employable  2/  in  the 
sense  used  in  this  study,  make  any  exact  comparison  impossible.    The  fact  that 
46.3  per  cent  of  those  10  years  old  and  over  on  relief  were  employable  makes 
it  possible  to  say,however,  that  the  relief  population  shows  approxiTiately  the 
same  degree  of  employability  as  that  found  in  the  total  population  of  1930. 

Table  73.  -  Proportion  of  Relief  Males  and  Relief  Females 
Ten  Years  Old  and  Over  Wio  Were  Employable  May  31,  1936 j  by  Agency  , 
Conqjared  with  the  Proportion  of  the  Total  Population  Gainfully  Occupied,  1930 


Per  Cent  of  Total  PER  CENT  OF  RELIEF  PERSONS  TEN  YEARS  OLD  AND 
Persons  Ten  Years  OVER  TffiO  WERE  EMPLOYABLE  1936 


SEX         Old  and  Over  Who 
Were  Gainfully 
Occupied  1930  h/ 

Three 
Agencies 

Outdoor 
Poor 
Relief 

Direct 
Unemployment 
Relief 

Federal 
Works 
Program 

Both  Sexes  4».l 

46.3 

12.6 

44.3 

49,7 

Male  75.1 

69.2 

16.3 

64.9 

74,4 

Female  20.9 

22,1 

9.9 

24-2 

21,6 

a^    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
b/   Abstract  of  the  Fifteenth  Census  of 

the  United 

States,  pages  321 

and  322, 

1/   An  employable  is  here  defined  as  a  person  who  is  either  working  or  seeking 
work;  the  United  States  Bureau  of  Census  considers  as  gainful  workers 
"those  usually  gainfully  occupied." 
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Although  there  is  a  general  agreement  between  the  proportions,  the  per- 
centage of  gainfully  occupied  among  males  10  years  and  over  in  1930  was  greater 
than  that  true  for  those  in  the  relief  sample  of  1936,  while  the  proportion  of 
relief  women  10  years  and  over  who  were  employable  exceeded  the  percentage  true 
for  the  same  age  class  in  the  State's  female  population  in  1930.    To  an  extent, 
this  was  caused  by  the  differences  in  definition  already  referred  to,  since 
many  women  in  the  relief  san^le  who  were  looking  for  work  had  not  had  previous 
experience  as  gainful  workers.    This  would  exclude  them  from  the  "usually  gain^ 
fully  occupied."    On  the  other  heind,  a  number  of  men  on  relief  iriio  were  not 
counted  as  en^sloyable  because  of  their  inactivity  on  the  labor  market  would  be 
included  as  "gainful  workers"  because  of  their  previous  work  histories.  Dif- 
ferences in  definition,  however,  are  not  the  only  reasons  for  the  greater  ap- 
parent employability  of  the  female  relief  population,  since  the  need  to  sup- 
plement depleted  family  income  is  an  ever  present  force  for  the  woman  on  re- 
lief, whose  search  for  work  often  begins  after  the  men  in  the  household  have 
all  but  abandoned  hope  of  seciiring  jobs. 

By  subtracting  the  children  under  10  before  making  comparisons,  the  dif- 
ference in  employability  of  the  caseloads  of  poor  relief  and  unemployment  re- 
lief is  even  more  evident,  ranging  from  17  per  cent  of  the  poor  relief  males 
10  years  axid  over  to  almost  three-quarters  of  those  on  the  Federal  Tforks  Pro- 
grajn.    Percentages  of  emplojrability  for  both  males  and  females  dependent  on 
WPA  approximated  the  proportions  for  the  total  1930  population  more  nearly 
than  did  the  percentages  for  either  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  or  Outdoor  Poor 
Relief. 

Although  the  proportion  of  employable  females  10  and  over  receiving  un- 
employment relief  was  greater  than  the  proportion  of  female  gainful  workers  in 
1930,  the  reverse  was  true  of  poor  relief,  where  less  than  10  per  cent  were 
working  or  looking  for  work. 

Table  74.  -  Employable  Persons  Receiving 
Relief;  by  Agency  Providing 
Aid,  and  Employment  Status 
tlay  31,  1936  a/ 


Outdoor 

Direct 

Federal 

EliPLOYMENT 

Three 

Poor 

Unemployment 

V/orks 

STATUS 

Agencies 

Relief 

Relief 

Program 

Total  persons  in  saiaple 

151,455 

5,380 

57,895 

88,180 

Employable  persons 

in  sample 

54,326 

544 

19,565 

34,217 

PER  CENT  OF  ALL  PERSONS 

Total  ©n^jloyables 

35,9 

10.1 

33.8 

38.6 

UneTi5)loyed  seeking  work 

Previously  employed 

12.7 

6.0 

24.9 

5.2 

Inexperienced 

4.1 

1.7 

4.4 

3.9 

Employed  on  Federal 

Korks  Program 

15.4 

0.3 

0,7 

26.0 

Privately  employed 

3.7 

2.1 

3.8 

3.7 

PER  CENT  OF 

EMPLOYABLES 

Total  employables 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Unemployed  seeking  work 

Previously  employed 

35,5 

59.4 

73.7 

13.4 

Inexperienced 

11,3 

17.3 

13.2 

10.1 

Employed  on  Federal 

Works  Program 

42.9 

2.9 

2.0 

66.9 

Privately  employed 

10.3 

20.4 

11.1 

9.6 

a7    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
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Slightly  less  than  half  of  these  employables  v.-ere  unemployed,  while 
a  little  over  half  of  them  were  working  (See  Table  74).    Only  10  per  cent, 
hovrever,  had  private  employment,  the  balance  of  the  employed  proup  beinp 
composed  of  workers  on  the  Federal  V.'orks  Program.    The  47  per  cent  who  v/ere 
imemployed  v/as  made  up  of  two  groups:    those  who  had  been  employed  but  had 
lost  their  jobs,  and  the  inexperienced  nev^  workers.    Although  the  previously 
employed  Trere  relatively  much  more  numerous,  it  is  of  considerable  signifi- 
cance that  ovor  11  per  cent  of  the  employable  persons  on  relief  could  report 
no  T.'ork  experience. 

Since  dependence  on  the  Federal  Works  Program  meant  project  employ- 
ment for  at  least  one  person  in  the  case,  all  but  a  third  of  the  employable 
persons  on  V.TA  were  occupied  as  workers  on  the  Federal  Vt'orks  Program.  Twen- 
ty-three per  cent,  however,  of  the  employables  in  cases  on  the  works  program 
were  unemployed  and  lookinp;  for  employment,  and  10  per  cent  had  seo\ared  full 
or  part-time  jobs  in  private  industry. 

If  it  is  kept  in  mind  that  the  works  program  represents  the  vrork  re- 
lief phase  of  unemplo;;ment  relief,  it  is  evident  that  there  should  be  rea- 
sonably close  correspondence  between  the  emplojment  status  of  employables 
on  OTA  and  ERA  rolls  after  making  allovrance  for  project  em.ploynent.    If  the 
unemployed  and  works  program  vrorkers  are  added  together,  it  is  found  that 
about  90  per  cent  of  the  employable  persons  of  both  agencies  are  accounted 
for. 

The  employables  who  were  members  of  Direct  'Dnemployment  Relief  and 
Outdoor  Poor  Relief  cases,  but  who  appeared  as  working  on  the  Federal  IVorks 
Program.,  were  present  for  one  of  two  reasons.    Either  they  were  young  workers 
employed  part  time  on  National  Youth  Administration  projects,  or  they  repre- 
sented an  actual  duplication  between  the  caseloads  of  the  two  relief  agen- 
cies.   It  so  happened  that  the  majority  of  them  were  KYA  workers,  but  some 
explanation  of  the  other  group  is  necessary,  even  though  little  duplication 
was  found  on  the  survey  date  chosen.    As  long  as  the  Federal  Works  Program 
was  expanding,  there  were  always  unemployment  relief  cases  in  which  the 
certified  workers  had  been  assigned  to  a  project  but  still  needed  direct 
relief  because  they  had  not  had  the  opportunity  to  complete  a  work  period 
and  draw  wages.    Such  relief  was  always  provided,  generally  for  a  period  of 
three  weeks,  or  sufficient  time  to  allovf  for  not  only  the  completion  of  the 
semi-monthly  pay  period  but  for  some  delay  in  the  actual  disbursing  of  the 
earnings.    As  the  Vtorks  Program  stabilized,  however,  another  movement  began 
taking  place;  project  workers  would  be  released  and  not  immediately  reassign- 
ed.   Here  the  process  worked  in  reverse  fashion.    Twenty-one  days  v.-ere  novf 
permitted  to  elapse  before  the  case  would  be  reopened,  the  presumption  being 
that  the  last  V/PA  check  would  be  sufficient  to  carry  the  family  over  the 
interim.    V/hen  the  study  was  made,  these  two  movements  were  practically  can- 
celling themselves.    There  were,  nevertheless,  a  number  of  ERA  cases  which, 
within  the  tliree  allotted  weeks,  were  closed  because  of  the  receipt  of  a 
TJbrks  Program  pay  check.    Some  of  these  cases  were  sampled. 
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Tatle  75.  -  Ratio  of  Relief  Males  to  Relief  Females 
in  Each  Enploynent  Status; 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid 

Kay  31,  1S36  a/  ' 


MALES  PER  HUNDRED  FEMLES 


EKPLOYMKNT  Three    Outdoor  Poor  Direct  Unemplo;;nent  Federal  Vrorks 

STAT'JC                   Anencies  Relief  Relief  Program 

All  persons  104.7  7G,2  99.0  110.9 

All  employables  329.6  117.6  261.3  390.1 

rnenplcyed  seekinj;  ■  > 

v.'orl:  ^ 

Previously  employed  277.2  152.3  351.1  154.5 

Inorperienced  108. G  -  b/  97.0  119.9 

Employed  on 

Federal  VIorks  Prosrair  834.8  -  b/  398.8  oj  851.2 

Privately  employed  165.5  -  160.9  172.9 


^    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
b/    Less  than  100  males  and  100  females, 
c/    Based  on  81  females;  323  males. 


For  every  woman  on  the  labor  market,  there  Trere  approximately  three 
men,  a  ratio  that  did  not  differ  greatly  from  that  reported  for  all  gainful 
v/orkers  in  1930  (See  Table  75).    Since,  hov.-ever,  a  large  proportion  of  the 
total  comprised  v.'orkers  employed  on  the  Federal  V^orks  Program.,  where  there 
seemed  to  be  a  marked  preference  for  ir-ales  -  eight  to  one  -  tliis  preponder- 
ance of  males  is  not  nearly  as  great  for  either  the  unemployed  or  those 
T.-orking  at  private  employment.    Som.e  light  is  thrown  on  the  unemployed,  pre- 
viously employed  and  the  inexperienced  job  hionters,  by  means  of  these  ratios, 
/mong  the  unemploym.cnt  relief  cases,  the  assignment  to  a  project  of  the  certi- 
fied male  seemed  to  reduce  the  proportion  of  female  employables.    Since  case 
income  was  somev.hat  higher,  it  is  probable  that  a  number  of  the  inexperienced 
female  job  himters  Vi-ithdrev/  from  the  market,  even  though  many  of  the  previ- 
ously employed  v/omen  seemed  to  continue  in  their  search  for  work.    On  Direct 
Unemployment  Relief,  the  inexperienced  were  almost  equally  divided  between 
the  sexes,  whereas  the  ratio  changes  to  about  120  males  to  every  100  females 
for  cases  on  T/PA.    To  this  fact,  of  course,  m.ust  be  added  the  further  ex- 
planation that  a  greater  number  of  ERA  cases  were  headed  by  women,  a  respon- 
sibility which  was  likely  to  lead  them  to  the  employment  office. 

I.'en  were  also  more  numerous  among  the  privately  employed,  although 
here  again  the  ratio  of  males  to  females  was  greater  for  workers  included 
in  T/orks  Progrsjn  security  v/age  cases. 
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Table  7G.  -  Medif.n  Age  of  Persons  Receiving  Relief  j 
by  Emploj.TTient  Status,  and  Agency  Providinc  Aid 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


MED 

I  A  K  AGES 

EMPLOYMENT 
STATUS 

Three 
Agencies 

Outdoor  Poor 
Relief 

Direct  Unemployment 
Relief 

Federal  Works 
Program 

All  persons 

21.4 

38.4 

20.9 

21. e 

All  employables 

34.2 

36.6 

35.3 

33.5 

Unemployed  seek- 
ing work 

Previously 

employed 

Inexperienced 

37. e 
18.7 

43.9 
19,2 

39.5 
18.9 

29.3 
18.6 

ijnployed  on 
Federal  'Works 
Program 

37,7 

-V 

21.1 

38.0 

Privutely 
employed 

27.1 

39,8 

30.3 

25.0 

a/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 

¥/    Median  not  con^suted  for  less  than  100  persons. 


The  median  age  of  employables  (See  Table  76)  ranged  from  34  years,  for 
those  in  the  Tforks  Program  eases,  to  39  years  for  the  persons  receiving  Out- 
door Poor  Relief  vrho  were  working  or  seeking  work.    These' averages,  however, 
do  not  truly  reflect  the  ages  of  the  two  most  important  groups  in  the  employ- 
able relief  population:    the  unenployed  who  have  had  previous  employrMnt,  and 
persons  employed  on  the  Federal  Vferks  Program.    These  workers  tended  to  be 
somewhat  older,  the  medians  for  both  groups  being  slightly  under  58  years. 
The  presence  of  the  youthful  new  workers,  half  of  whom  were  under  19,  was  re- 
sponsible for  this  reduction  of  the  average. 

Half  of  the  formerly  employed  jobless  on  direct  relief  and  poor  relief 
rolls  were  over  40  (See  Table  77),  a  fact  of  considerable  significance  in  re- 
lation to  the  increased  emphasis  on  youth  in  industry.    It  could,  of  course, 
be  easily  shown  that  these  median  ages  do  not  differ  greatly  from  the  averages 
for  persons  who  are  gainfully  occupied,  but  it  must  be  remembered  that  pro- 
longed periods  of  xmemployment  at  the  age  of  greatest  potential  productivity 
lead  to  loss  of  skill  and  morale  that  jnay  permanently  impair  the  worker's 
future  chance  in  industry.    It  is  for  this  reason  that  the  VJorks  Program  has 
played  such  an  important  part.    The  average  age  for  project  workers,  exclud- 
ing those  on  direct  relief  rolls,  vAio  were  for  the  most  part  NYA  workers,  was 
38  years.    They  were  ho^irever  at  work  and  had  a  greater  opportunity  to  retain 
their  techniques  and  their  interest  in  gainful  employment. 

The  lower  average  ages  of  both  the  privately  employed  and  the  unem- 
ployed persons  in  V/orks  Program  oases  is  due  to  the  fact  that  these  workers 
are  drawn  from  the  "secondary"  employables  in  the  cases,  rather  than  the 
older  chief  wage  earners  who,  for  the  most  part,  are  assigned  to  project 
jobs. 
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Table  77.  -  Employable  Persons  Receiving  Relief; 
by  Agency  providing  Aid,  Sex,  and  Age 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


OUTDOOR  POOR 

RELIEF 

DIRECT  rK^}/IPLOYME157 

FEDERAL  7/ORICS 

AGE 

RELIEF 

FROGRAl'^ 

Both 

Both 

Doth 

Sexes 

Male 

Femle 

Soxes 

Tale 

Female 

SexGS 

I.'ale 

Feriale 

Total 

atles  in 

sample 

544 

294 

250 

19,565 

14,150 

5,415 

2  ( 

6,982 

PER  CE:-iT  OF  ALL  EMPLOYABLES 

Total 

100»0 

100.0 

100,0 

100. C 

100,0 

100.0 

100. u 

1  AA  A 

iOO.O 

100.0 

Under  20 

17.3 

16.0 

18.8 

14.1 

10.4 

23.7 

15.0 

11.4 

29.0 

20  -  29 

16.9 

14. e 

19.0 

2  5  •  S 

23,0 

31.9 

28.7 

27.0 

35.6 

30  -  39 

18.2 

13.6 

23.6 

19. S 

20.4 

18.7 

19.5 

20.2 

16.6 

40  -  49 

12.1 

14.6 

9.2 

19.0 

20,7 

14.5 

17.7 

19.3 

11.2 

50  -  59 

13. e 

13.6 

14.0 

13.5 

15,5 

8.1 

12.8 

14.7 

5.6 

60  -  69 

18.0 

22.6 

12.4 

7,2 

8,8 

2.9 

5.8 

6.8 

1.7 

70  and 

-b/ 

over 

3.7 

4.6 

2.4 

0.8 

1.1 

0.1 

0.5 

0.6 

"r/  Outdoor  Poor  Felief,  July  31,  1936. 
b/    Less  than  .05  per  cent. 


In  this  same  connection,  it  is  of  importance  to  note  that  over  one 
quarter  of  all  employable  males  receiving  Poor  Relief,  about  10  per  cent  of 
those  on  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  rolls,  and  over  7  per  cent  of  the  male 
employables  in  Vtorks  Program  cases,  were  60  years  of  age  and  over,  and  that, 
if  all  those  fifty  yoars  and  over  are  considered,  40  per  cent  of  the  Outdoor 
Poor  Relief  male  employables,  25  per  cent  of  the  ERA  male  employables,  ejid 
over  22  per  cent  of  the  V.TA  male  employables  are  accounted  for  among  this 
older  group. 

Table  78.  -  Er^loyable  Persons  Receiving  Relief 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  Sex,  and  Race 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


OUTDOOR  POOR 

RELIEF 

DIRECT  UTJEMPI^YMEKT 

FEDERAL  V/ORKS 

Pi'LIEF 

PR0GRA15 

RACE 

Doth 

Both 

Both 

Sexes 

Itele 

Female 

Sexes    Male  Female 

Sexes 

rale 

Female 

Total 

employ- 

ables in 

sample 

544 

294 

250 

19,565  14,150  5,415 

34,217 

27,235 

6,982 

PER  CEJ.T 

OF  ALL  EMPLOYABIES 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100,0    100.0  100,0 

100,0 

100.0 

100,0 

mite 

94,7 

98.0 

90.8 

82,7      87,5  70,2 

86,1 

87.6 

80.3 

Ilegro 

5.3 

2.0 

9,2 

17,2      12,4  29.8 

13,8 

12.3 

19.6 

Other 

0,1  0,1 

0.1 

0.1 

0.1 

a/    Outdoor  foor 

Relief, 

July  31, 

1936, 
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Race  as  vrell  as  age  has  consideratle  bearinj;  not  only  on  reenplo;,'nent 
possibilities,  but  on  the  wage  bracket  the  Tvorker  vrill  probably  be  fitted 
into  when  the  opportunity  for  v.'ork  cones.    About  12.5  per  cent  of  the  Tnale 
eir5)lo;^.bles  on  unenployinent  relief  rolls  Trere  colored  (See  Table  78).  A 
much  larger  proportion  of  the  emplo;.'able  ■VTOjnen  v/ere  negroes.    Almost  20  per 
cent  of  the  females  ■working  or  seeking  TOrk  who  VTere  in  WPA  cases,  and  30  per 
cent  of  the  same  class  in  ERA  cases  were  colored. 

Sex,  age,  and  race  are  characteristics  which,  when  considered  alone, 
provide  a  reasonably  accurate  picture  of  the  kinds  of  persons  naking  up  the 
employable  population.    A  consideration  of  occupation,  hovrever,  is  necessary 
before  the  economic  status  of  the  employables  can  be  determined. 

A  classification  of  employables  receiving  relief  on  the  basis  of  their 
occupations  involves  difficult  problems.    If  the  specific  occupations  report- 
ed are  listed  and  the  numbers  or  proportions  engaged  in  them  are  presented, 
the  significance  of  the  data  is  lost  in  the  detail,  even  though  the  accuracy 
of  the  original  reporting  is  retained.    Grouping,  on  the  other  hand,  vrtiile 
it  brings  out  facts  that  may  be  obscure  vfhen  the  information  is  itemized, 
necessitates  judging  for  each  occupation  the  degree  of  skill  required  and 
the  extent  to  which  the  job  is  manual,  as  distinguished  from  so-called  cler- 


ical, professional,  or  proprietary  work.    In  Table  79,  a  general  scheme 
is  used  in  which  f&rr,  laborers,  factory  and  building  construction  laborers, 
and  servants  are  grouped  to  form  an  unskilled  class.    Factory,  building 
trade,  and  mine  operatives,  helpers,  and  apprentices  make  up  the  semi-skilled 
class,  while  the  skilled  class  comprises  the  traditional  crafts  and  the  oper- 
ators of  equipment  that  require  a  high  degree  of  skill.    Office  vrorkers, 
salesmen,  and  persons  in  allied  fields  fom  the  "clerical  class,"  while  the 
professionals  include  all  of  the  occupations  generally  so  classified.  The 
proprietary  class  ranges  from  public  officials  to  shop-otmers,  and  is  based 
on  the  economj-c  relationship  to  the  job  rather  than  the  degree  of  sln.ll. 

The  occupations  used  vrere  those  reported  as  the  last  non-relief  occu- 
pation, lasting  one  month  or  more,  or,  if  privately  employed  on  the  suinrey 
date,  the  occupation  engaged  in  at  that  time. 


V    Based  on  classification  of  Dr.  Alba  V.,  Edwards,  J'oumal  of  the  American 
Statistical  A.ssociation,  December,  1933  smd  Occupational  Classification, 
Circular  llo.  2,  Works  Progress  Administration,  July,  1935, 
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About  11  per  cent  of  the  employables  in  the  cases  of  each  of  the  three 
relief  agencies  reported  occupations  that  could  be  classed  as  professional, 
proprietary,  or  clerical.    If  farm  ov/ners  and  managers,  comprising  2.2  per 
cent  of  the  employables  on  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  1.0  per  cent  of  those  on  Di- 
rect Relief,  and  1.6  per  cent  of  the  Works  Program  employables,  are  deducted 
fri.     this,  V  approximately  10  per  cent  of  all  workers  receiving  relief  be- 
longed in  the  white  collar  class. 

The  proportions  of  wtiite  collar  males,  however,  vras  somewhat  lower, 
especially  for  those  on  Poor  Relief,  where  less  than  6  per  cent  had  occupa- 
tions of  this  type,  as  compared  with  aboirt  9  and  10  per  cent,  respectively, 
of  male  employables  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  or  aid  from  secur- 
ity wages.    Since  few  of  the  women  reported  themselves  as  farm  operators, 
the  female  trtiite  collar  group  is  practically  equal  to  the  sum  of  the  profes- 
sional, proprietary,  and  clerical  groups  shown  in  Table  79  and,  because  of 
the  relatively  high  percentages  of  clerical  workers,  sales  girls,  clerks, 
typists,  etc.,  amounted  to  from  10  to  14. E  per  cent  of  the  employable  women. 

The  largest  class  was  that  of  the  unskilled,  v/hich  v.-as  high  for  males, 
because  of  the  inclusion  of  factory,  mine,  and  building  construction,  laborers, 
and  high  for  females  because  of  the  presence  of  domestic  servants.    The  con- 
ception of  relief  employables  as  a  group  that  is  overwhelmingly  vmskilled, 
however,  is  incorrect.    Even  disregarding  the  white  collar  group,  approxi- 
mately as  many  employables  on  poor  relief  rolls,  and  considerably  more  on 
unemployment  relief  rolls,  reported  skilled  or  semi-skilled  manual  occupa- 
tions.   Among  the  males  receiving  imemployment  relief,  this  was  especially 
evident,  for  48  per  cent  of  the  male  employables  receiving  direct  relief, 
and  45  per  cent  of  the  male  employables  in  Works  Progreia  cases,  were  included 
in  the  skilled  or  semi-skilled  groups. 

If  the  table  on  employment  status  (Tabl^  74)  and  the  percentages  of 
inexperienced  unemployed  are  checked,  it  will  be  found  that  they  are  lower 
than  the  proportions  shown  in  the  occupational  classification.    This  is  due 
to  the  presence  of  a  certain  number  of  workers  on  the  Federal  Works  Program, 
for  the  most  part  youths  who,  while  they  were  working  on  IVPA,  had  never  had 
an  occupation  in  private  industrj'.    This  divergence  is  greater  for  females 
than  for  males,  and  higher  for  the  Viforks  Program  them  for  direct  unemploy- 
ment or  poor  relief. 

A  few  specific  industries  contributed  sufficiently  large  proportions 
of  the  total  employables  on  relief  to  make  them  worthy  of  comment  (See  Table 
80).    Slightly  over  6  per  cent  of  all  employables  were  miners,  and  if  to 
these  are  added  workers  vriio  reported  unskilled  mining  jobs,  approximately 
12  per  cent  of  the  employable  persons  on  relief  rolls  are  accounted  for.  All 
but  a  few  of  these  workers  came  from  Pennsylvania's  anthracite  and  bituminous 
coal  industries.    Semi-skilled  operatives  in  textile  and  garment  factories 
were  also  an  important  class,  comprising  about  5  per  cent  of  the  total,  while 
truck-drivers  and  sales-clerks  in  stores  each  contributed  over  3  per  cent. 

Of  the  skilled  occupations,  carpenters  were  most  heavily  represented, 
amounting  to  about  2  per  cent,  although  together,  carpenters,  electricians, 
bricklayers,  painters,  plumbers,  and  steam  fitters,  comprised  over  6  per  cent 
of  the  employables. 


1/    See  Appendix  Table  XXII. 
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Table  80.  -  Proportion  of 
All  Employable  Persons  on  Relief 
Reporting  Selected  Occupations 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


Employables  Receiving  Direct 
LAST  OR  PRESKOT  OCCUPATIOII  Relief,  or  Aid  from  the 

Federal  V/orks  Program 

Total  employables  54,326 

PER  CENT 


luiners,  inside 

B.Z 

Semi-skilled  operatives. 

textile  or  garment  factories 

4.8 

Unskilled,  factory  labor 

4.0 

Unskilled,  mine  labor 

3.5 

Truck  drivers 

3.2 

Sales  clerks  (in  stores) 

3.1 

Housekeepers,  private 

2.4 

Farm  laborers 

2.3 

l!aids 

2.1 

Carpenters 

2.0 

Clerks 

1.6 

Semi-skilled  operatives  in 

metal  and  machine  industries 

1.4 

Painters  not  in  factories 

1.4 

Servants,  general  housework 

1.3 

Farm  ovmers  and  operators 

1.3 

"&/    Otrtdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1937. 

The  Unemployed.    All  enqsloyables  receiving  relief,  with  the  exception 
the  10  per  cent  privately  occupied,  were,  in  relationship  to  regular  pri- 
vate enterprise,  unemployed.    Three  classes,  however,  have  been  distinguished 
in  this  general  group:    those  who  were  engaged  at  the  time  of  the  study  in 
Vforks  Program  project  jobs;  those  who  had  had  no  previous  work  experience, 
but  were  atten^sting  to  find  employment;  and  the  unemployed  experienced  work- 
ers who  were  not  working  on  projects. 

This  last  class  is  of  special  interest,  since  it  represented  the  idle 
labor  reserve  not  only  of  the  Federal  Works  Program,  but  also  a  group  from 
which  private  employers  would  draw  workers.    In  addition,  the  tinenqjloyed 
worker  who  had  exhausted  his  resources  had  first  to  become  part  of  this  class 
before  he  could  expect  employment  on  V/PA  projects. 

Included  in  this  section  of  the  relief  population  were  also  those  who 
were  sufficiently  close  to  the  margin  of  employability  to  make  their  chances 
of  reemployirrent  small.    Although  the  problem  is  so  complicated  by  intangibles 
that  no  attempt  has  been  made  to  measure  eiaployability  in  this  way,  it  is 
true  that  some  of  these  workers  are  on  the  labor  market  only  because  of  their 
continued  determination  to  find  work,  even  though  minor  physical  disabilities, 
insufficient  experience,  age,  or  other  factors,  may  have  practically  eliminated 
them. 

These  unemployed  previously  employed  persons  represented  about  three- 
quarters  of  the  employable  persons  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  and 
about  13  per  cent  of  those  on  the  Federal  Works  Program  (Table  74).  The 
fact  that  they  form  60  per  cent  of  the  employable  persons  receiving  Outdoor 
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Poor  P.elief  is  of  little  significance,  since  the  total  number  of  employables 
is  small  in  relationship  to  the  entire  Poor  Relief  population. 

Table  81.  -  Previously  ETT^jloyed  Persons 

Receiving  Relief  Who  Were  Unemployed 
at  Time  of  Study  and  Looking  for  "fork; 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  Se^,  and  Status  in  Case 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


SEX  AUD 

STATUS  Three      Outdoor  Poor  Direct  Unemployment  Federal  Vforks 


IN  CASE 

Agencies 

Relief 

Relief 

Program 

Total  unemployed. 

previously  employed. 

in  saii5)le 

19,308 

323 

14,417 

4,568 

PER  CENT 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Males 

73.5 

60,4 

77.8 

60.7 

Case  heads 

56.2 

49.9 

67.5 

20.7 

Other  persons 

17.3 

10.5 

10.3 

40.0 

Females 

26.5 

39.G 

22.2 

39.3 

Case  heads 

10.3 

29.7 

12.3 

2.7 

Other  persons 

16.2 

9.9 

9.9 

36.6 

a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


Male  heads  of  cases  formed  tvro-thirds  of  the  experienced  unemployed 
receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  and  about  half  of  those  receiving  Poor 
Relief,  \rfiile  on  the  Works  Program  they  formed  only  one-fifth  (See  Tables 
81  and  82).    This  20  per  cent  of  WPA  imeraployed  were  those  male  heads  of 
households  whose  chances  for  project  employment  had  been  eliminated  by  the 
assignment  of  another  vrorker  in  the  case  to  a  project. 

Secondary  case  members  of  both  sexes  comprised  the  majority  of  the 
experienced  job-seekers  on  the  T/orks  Proeram,  while  in  the  samples  of  Di- 
rect Unemployment  Relief  and  Oxrtdoor  Poor  Relief  they  accounted  for  about 
one-fifth.    These  persons,  plus  the  women  case  heads  who  fonned  12  per  cent 
of  the  ERA  unen^iloyed  with  prior  experience,  30  per  cent  of  the  Poor  Relief 
unemployed,  but  only  3  per  cent  of  those  on  WPA,  were  of  two  sorts:  those 
workers  who  would  nonnally  be  working  or  looking  for  work,  and  those  persons 
who,  after  the  lapse  of  idle  years,  when  household  income  was  great  enough 
so  that  working  was  not  necessary,  found  themselves  obliged  to  re-enter  the 
job  market  when  income  decreased  or  vanished. 

Although  the  proportion  of  imeraployed  in  those  two  groups  is  not  ob- 
tainable, the  distinction  is  important  because  the  presence,  in  the  total, 
of  these  persons  who  have  re-entered  the  market  after  the  lapse  of  some 
years,  affects  the  average  skill  levels  of  the  employables  and  makes  the 
apparent  average  duration  of  uneiqjloyment  longer  than  it  would  be  if  they 
could  be  removed. 
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Table  82.  -  Previously  Employed  Persons 
Receiving  Relief  Who  Tfere  Unemployed  at 
Time  of  Study  and  Looking  for  Work; 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  by  Sex,  and  by  Age 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


Direct 

Three  Outdoor  Unenqjloyment  Federal 

SEX  A1;D  age  Agencies       Poor  Relief  Relief  Vforks  Program 

Total  unemployed, 
previously 


enqjloyed. 


in  sample 

19,308 

323 

14,417 

4,568 

Males 

14,189 

195 

11,221 

2,773 

Females 

5,119 

128 

3,196 

1,795 

PER  CENT 

Both  sexes 

100,0 

100,0 

100.0 

100,0 

Under  20 

5.9 

4,0 

4.0 

11,8 

20  -  29 

27»o 

16.0 

23.9 

40,2 

30  -  39 

21.5 

20.4 

23,3 

16.1 

40  -  49 

20.2 

14,9 

22,2 

14,1 

50  -  59 

15.2 

15.8 

16.6 

11,0 

60  -  69 

8.6 

23.2 

9,0 

6.1 

70  and  over 

0.9 

3.7 

1.0 

0,6 

Males 

100,0 

100,0 

100,0 

100,0 

Under  20 

4.0 

3.1 

2,6 

9,6 

20  -  29 

25.1 

16,9 

21,6 

40,0 

30  -  39 

20,8 

15,4 

22,9 

12,8 

40-49 

21.2 

18,5 

23,1 

14,0 

50  -  59 

17.3 

13,8 

18,2 

13,8 

60  -  69 

10,4 

28,2 

10,4 

8.9 

70  and  over 

1,2 

4,1 

1,2 

0,9 

Females 

100,0 

100,0 

100.0 

100,0 

Under  20 

11,0 

5,5 

8,9 

15.2 

20  -  29 

34.7 

19.5 

32.0 

40.6 

30  -  39 

23.6 

28.1 

24,7 

21,1 

40-49 

17,4 

9,4 

19.3 

14,4 

50  -  59 

9.5 

18,8 

10.6 

6.8 

60  -  69 

3.6 

15.6 

4,2 

1,8 

70  and  over 

0,2 

3,1 

0,3 

-y 

a/  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936, 
^   Less  than  ,05  per  cent. 


Male  unemployed,  previously  employed.  Job-seekers  who  were  dependent 
on  direct  unemployment  relief  were  distribvtted  rather  uniformly  over  the  ages 
between  20  and  60  (See  Table  82).    About  one-fifth  were  in  each  ten-year  class 
except  tne  young  persons  under  20,  the  older  persons  60  to  69,  and  those  over 
70,    The  women,  however,  tended  to  be  younger,  40  per  cent  were  xinder  30, 
two-thirds  under  40,  and  85  per  cent  under  50,    Only  15  per  cent  of  the  ex- 
perienced female  unemployed  on  ERA  rolls  were  50  years  or  over,  as  oonpared 
with  approximately  30  per  cent  of  the  men. 

The  unen^loyed  seunple  on  Poor  Relief  rolls  was  too  small  to  permit 
any  very  safe  analysis.    The  large  proportion  over  50  years  of  age,  amount- 
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ing  to  about  46  per  cent  of  the  males  and  40  per  cent  of  the  females,  was, 
of  course,  in  line  with  the  generally  older  character  of  Poor  Relief  recip- 
ients* 

The  V/orks  Program  uneii5)loyed,  both  male  and  female,  were  much  younger; 
over  half  were  under  30;  two-thirds  were  under  40.    Less  than  24  per  cent  of 
the  men  and  less  than  8  per  cent  of  the  women  w«re  50  years  old  or  over. 

Even  after  making  liberal  allowances  for  those  who  are  only  temporari- 
ly back  on  the  labor  market,  the  fact  that  one-quarter  of  the  experienced  job- 
less  were  over  50  means  that,  as  far  as  re-enploynent  is  concerned,  a  rather 
substantial  part  of  the  relief  unemployed  are  in  an  unfavorable  position. 
Younger   xmemployed  persons,  many  of  whom  have  been  out  of  work  shorter  peri- 
ods of  time,  offer  formidable  con^jetition  to  these  older  workers. 


Table  83.  -  Previously  Employed  Persons 
Receiving  Relief  TOio  Were  Unemployed  at 
Time  of  Study  and  LooVine  for  Work,  by  the 
Length  of  Time  Elapsed  Since 
Last  Non-relief  Employment 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


DURATION 
OF 

UNEMPLOYMENT 

Outdoor 

Poor 
Relief 

Direct 
Unemployment 
Relief 

Federal 
Works 
Program 

Total  uneraployed, 
previously  employed, 
in  sample 

PER 

14  417 

CENT 

4,568 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

1  year  or  less 

6  months  or  less 

7  months  to  1  year 

22.6 
12.4 
10.2 

29.2 
17.9 
11.3 

26.4 
14.7 
11.7 

13  mos.  to  2  years 
13  mos.  to  18  mos. 
19  mos.  to  2  years 

15.7 
8.0 
7.7 

14.9 
6.9 
8.0 

16.S 
7.0 
9.6 

25  mos.  to  3  years 

10.0 

12.7 

12.1 

37  mos.  to  4  years 

9.9 

10.8 

11.5 

49  mos.  to  5  years 

6.2 

9.8 

8.9 

61  mos.  to  6  years 

5.9 

8.3 

8.9 

73  mos.  to  7  years 

9,0 

6.2 

5.7 

Over  7  years 

7.4 

4.3 

4.8 

Unknown 

13.3 

4.0 

5.1 

&/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
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Among  other  items  of  information  obtained  for  the  unemployed  was  the 
date  on  which  they  lost  their  last  regular  non-relief  job,  any  employment 
lasting  one  month  or  more  being  counted  as  regular  (See  Table  83).    This  in- 
formation, reduced  to  durations,  is  presented  in  Table  83.    Several  qualifi- 
cations must  be  made.    The  first  is  the  changing  pattern  of  cuch  durations, 
a.nd  the  influence  of  seasonal  factors  in  shifting  the  proportion  of  the  short- 
time  employed.    For  this  reason,  the  information  is  shovm  separately  for  V.TA, 
ERA.,  and  Poor  Relief,  since  the  tiTO-month  difference  in  sample  date  nay  have 
influenced  the  comparability  of  the  data.    The  second  is  the  reliability  of 
the  reporting  and  the  proportion  of  unknowns.    After  the  lapse  of  a  number  of 
months,  the  memory  of  the  informant  is  likely  to  i-ive  results  that  are  only 
approximately  correct.    The  third  point,  and  most  important,  is  that  the  ad- 
dition to  the  uneii^)loyed  of  those  employed  on  the  Federal  V/orks  Program  might 
have  had  a  considerable  influence  on  the  distribution.    It  must  be  remembered 
that  the  unemployed  only  are  being  dealt  Trith  at  this  point,  and  that  the 
total  relief  workers  available  for  industry  is  a  considerably  larger  group.J./ 

It  is,  nevertheless,  significant  th^t  about  56  per  cent  of  the  ERA 
Tinemployed  and  57  per  cent  of  the  V/orks  Program  unemployed  had  not  had  a 
non-relief  job  for  over  two  years,  and  that  over  43  per  cent  of  the  unem- 
ployed receiving  aid  from  the  two  agencies  had  not  been  privately  employed 
for  over  three  years.    The  proportions  of  jobless  for  longer  periods  de- 
creases slowly  from  this  point  on,  although  approximately  one-fifth  had  not 
had  a  non-relief  job  for  over  fivo  years. 


Reference  to  "Urban  Workers  on  Relief,"  Part  I,  Division  of  Social  Re- 
search.  Works  Progress  Administration,  is  suggested  for  a  more  detailed 
treatment  of  d\iration  of  vmemployment,  ' 
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If  alloT/ance  is  made  for  the  inclusion  of  the  inexperienced  in  the 
total  employables  (Table  79),  the  occupational  background  of  the  unemployed 
does  not  differ  substantially  from  that  of  the  total  employables  (See  Table 
84). 

Although  from  one-third  to  two-fifths  of  the  men,  and  from  one-half 
to  almost  three-fifths  of  the  women,  were  unskilled,  the  proportion  of  those 
in  skilled  and  semi-skilled  occupations,  particularly  among  the  male  unem- 
ployed receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  -  the  largest  group  -  represented 
over  53  per  cent  of  the  total  male  iinemployed,  while  clerical  occupations 
accounted  for  more  than  10  per  cent  of  the  experienced  women  without  jobs. 

Table  85.  -  Previously  Employed  Persons 

Receiving  Relief  VJho  Were  Unemployed 
at  Time  of  Study  and  Looking  for  Vfork; 


by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  by  Sex, 
May  31,  1936  a/ 

and  by  Race 

SEX  AND  RACE 

Outdoor 
Three  Poor 
Agencies  Relief 

Direct 
Unemployment 
Relief 

Federal 
Works 
Program 

Total  unemployed, 
previously  employed. 


in  sample 

19,308 

323 

14,417 

4,568 

Kale 

14,189 

195 

11,221 

2,773 

Females 

5,119 

128 

3,196 

1,795 

PER 

CENT 

Both  sexes 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100,0 

White 

81.5 

94.7 

81.0 

82.3 

Colored 

18.5 

5.3 

19.0 

17.7 

Males 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Tfhite 

87.9 

96.9 

87.0 

91.0 

Colored 

12.1 

3.1 

13.0 

9.0 

Females 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

TOiite 

63.9 

91.4 

60.0 

68.7 

Colored 

36.1 

8.6 

40,0 

31.3 

a/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936, 

A  slightly  greater  proportion  of  the  unemployed  previously  employed 
was  colored  than  was  reported  for  the  total  en^jloyables;  14  per  cent  of  all 
employable  persons  dependent  on  security  wages  were  negro,  as  compared  with 
18  per  cent  of  the  unemployed  employables  (See  Table  85),    A  similar  over- 
representation  of  negroes  was  also  evident  apwng  experienced  unemployed  re- 
ceiving Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  17  per  cent  of  the  total  employables, 
but  19  per  cent  of  the  uneii5)loyed,  were  coloi^d.    This  was  due  entirely  to 
the  presence  among  the  job-seekers  of  a  Ito-ge  proportion  of  negro  women, 
approximately  two-fifths  of  the  experienced  female  unemployed  receiving  di- 
rect relief,  and  over  31  per  cent  of  the  corresponding  group  on  the  Works 
Program  were  negroes.    In  fact,  among  the  uneii5)loyBd  males  alone,  there  is 
an  xmder-representation  of  negroes,  as  measured  by  a  oofflparison  with  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  total  of  those  working  or  seeking  work.    In  the  group  re- 
ceiving aid  from  secxirity  wiges,  for  exeaapls,  more  than  12  per  cent  of  all 
male  eiiq>loyables  were  colored,  as  oonpared  with  9  per  cent  of  the  unemployed, 
previously  er^loyed  males  irtio  were  seeking  work. 
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Inexperienced  Mev.'  yforkers «    Prior  to  the  recent  depression,  there  tras 
less  occasion" to  be  concerned  about  large  nirmbers  of  potentially  employable 
persons  vjho  lacked  both  an  occupational  background  end  the  opportunity  of  ob- 
taining one.    Young  persons  looking  for  their  first  jobs  rarely  experienced 
long  periods  of  time  during  which  their  labor  power  vra.s  unused,  since  chang- 
ing industrial  conditions  or  population  shifts  generally  created  a  demand  for 
new  v-TDrkers. 

Since  1929,  however,  two  sections  of  the  employable  population,  hither- 
to almost  vinrecognized,  have  become  important.    These  were,  first,  the  yo\ing 
job-seekers,  end  second,  other  inexperienced  persons  of  more  mature  years, 
mostly  women,  who  found  it  necessary  to  seek  vrork.    In  1934,  a  count  of  en>- 
plojrable  persons  showed  that  there  v/ere  over  210,000  persons  in  these  trro 
groups  -  more  than  6  per  cent  of  the  total  employables  counted.  2/ 

These  persons  naturally  fomned  a  large  percentage  of  employable  per- 
sons receiving  relief.    Slightly  over  13  per  cent  of  the  workers  on  direct 
relief  rolls,  and  10  per  cent  of  those  in  V/PA  cases,  were  without  work  ex- 
perience (Table  74).    An  additional  group  of  Vz-orkers  without  private  employ- 
ment histories  had  been  assigned  to  the  T/orks  Program. 

In  Tables  75  and  76,  the  large  proportion  of  women  and  of  youth  among 
the  inexperienced  jobless  was  shovm,  and  in  the  accompanying  text  it  was 
pointed  out  that  differences  between  ERA  and  TWA,  in  the  ratio  of  males  to 
females,  offered  a  clue  to  the  relative  penriEnenee  on  the  labor  market  of 
the  male  and  female  new  workers.    In  addition  to  those  who  are  more  or  less 
conscious  of  the  temporary  character  of  their  employability,  there  are  young 
v;omen  who  intend  to  find  and  keep  regular  jobs,  but  who  will  be  removed  from 
the  job-seeking  class  by  marriage  (See  Table  86). 


See  Table  1,  "Census  of  En?)loyable  Tforkers  in  Urban  and  R\a"al  Non-farm 
Areas,"  Pennsylvania,  1934;  State  Emergency  Relief  Administration; 
Division  of  Researoh  and  Statistics,  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania. 
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Table  86.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief 
TiTio  Had  Never  Keld  a  Non-Relief  Job, 

Who  IVere  Unenployed  and  Looking 
for  ''Tork  at  Time  of  Study;  by  Agency 
Providing  Aid,  by  Sex,  end  by  Age 
Hay  31,  1936  a/ 


Outdoor  Poor  Relief 

Federal 

AGE 

Three 

and 

V/o  r  Ics 

Agencies 

Direct  Unemployment  Relief 

Program 

Toxal  uneiiiployoc^ , 

not  previously 

einployed,  in  sample 

O  f  IC  I 

Ftales 

o  ^lyo 

1  nn7 

Females 

*i  ^yo^ 

1  7fi1 

T  R77 

PER 

CENT 

Both  sexes 

T  AA  A 

1  AA  A 

1  AA  A 

Unaer  cU 

D  ^ 

oy 

OA           O  O 

<io  —  ^dy 

OC.  o 

97  A 

oo  —  oy 

0  0 

1  7 

4u  —  4y 

i  •y 

c  .y 

1.1 

50  —  5y 

O  7 

A  7 

ou  —  by 

A  7 

U.D 

A  O 

70  and  over 

0.1 

0.2 

-  b/ 

Males 

T  AA  A 

1  AA  n 

1  AA  A 

under  cv 

7A  7 

7n  7 

r  U.  * 

7A  1 
f  U.l 

OA           O  O 

07  O 

(3U  —  oy 

P 

1  AC 

A  A 

'iu  —  ^y 

U  •  u 

n  ft 

A  e; 

C  A  CO 

C  A  CO 

du  —  by 

A  7 

U.O 

A  O 

70  and  over 

0.2 

0.3 

0.1 

Females 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Under  20 

63.8 

58.8 

68.1 

20  -  29 

25.2 

25.0 

25.4 

30  -  39 

5.0 

G.9 

3.3 

40  -  49 

3.3 

4.9 

1.8 

50-59 

2.3 

3.7 

1.2 

60  -  69 

0.4 

0.6 

0.2 

70  and  over 

-  b/ 

-V 

aJ7  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
b/    Less  than  .05  per  cent. 
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Less  than  3  per  cent  of  the  males  without  previous  employment  were 
30  years  old  or  more,  while  70  per  cent  were  under  20.    The  women,  however, 
were  a  somewhat  older  group;  over  16  per  cent  of  the  inexperienced  feinales 
receiving  direct  relief,  for  example,  were  30  years  old  or  more,  and  9  per 
cent  were  40  years  old  or  more. 

The  youth  of  these  new  workers  is  evident  in  their  case  status  (See 
Table  87 )j approximately  90  per  cent  of  the  group  receiving  Direct  T^nemploy- 
inent  Relief  or  Poor  Relief  were  secondary  case  nem.bers,  while  only  one  per 
cent  of  the  inexperienced  unemployed  in  security  wage  families  were  case 
heads.    The  largest  percentage  of  case  heads  v;as  among  the  inexperienced 
women  receiving  direct  relief,  the  older  group  commented  on  in  the  preced- 
ing paragraph. 

Table  87.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief 

V/ho  Had  Never  Held  a  Non-Relief 
Job  V/ho  V/ere  Unemployed  and  Looking 
for  V/ork  at  Time  of  Study;  by 
Agency  Providing  Aid,  by  Sex,  and  by  Status  in  Case 
:Jay  31,  1936  a/ 


SEX  AND 
STATUS  IN  CASE 

Three 
Agencies 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief 
and 

Direct  Unemployment  Relief 

Federal 
Works 
Program 

Total  unemployed. 

not  previously 

employed,  in 

sample 

6,127 

2,667 

a 

3,460 

PER 

CENT 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Kales 

52.1 

49.0 

54.5 

Case  heads 

1.9 

3.7 

0.5 

Other  persons 

50.2 

45.3 

54.0 

Females 

47.9 

51.0 

45.5 

Case  heads 

3.4 

7.0 

0.7 

Other  persons 

44.5 

44.0 

44.8 

17    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


About  half  of  these  inexperienced  workers  had  attended  high  school, 
but  only  a  fifth  of  the  direct  relief  group,  and  a  quarter  of  those  depend- 
ent on  security  wa\;es ,  had  completed  a  high  school  course  (See  Table  88). 
Although  some  allowance  should  be  made  for  the  fact  that  some  were  still 
attending  school  and  vrould,  within  a  few  years,  be  able  to  report  more  form- 
al schooling,  all  of  them  were  old  enough  to  have  completed  grammar  school. 
Nevertheless,  16  per  cent  of  those  in  Works  Program  cases,  and  20  per  cent 
of  those  in  direct  relief  cases,  who  were  without  job  experience,  h^d  not 
completed  grammar  school.    There  was  little  difference  betvreen  the  males  and 
females  in  these  proportions. 

Although  a  slightly  larger  proportion  of  the  group  dependent  on  the 
7torks  Program  was  under  20  thsJi  was  reported  for  the  direct  relief  inexper- 
ienced, the  new  workers  dependent  on  security  wages  showed  a  somewhat  better 
educational  background,  a  greater  proportion  of  the  total  reporting  both 
graduation  from  high  school  sjid  graduation  from  grojimar  school. 
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A  negligible  number  of  persons  had  had  no  schooling,  and  a  small 
number  had  college  experience.    The  proportion  with  a  collegiate  background 
was,  of  course,  small,  because  of  the  age  composition  of  the  inexperienced 
group. 

About  60  per  cent  of  the  inexperienced  had  been  seeking  work  for  two 
years  or  less,  and,  including  these,  about  72  per  cent  were  seeking  work  for 
three  years  or  less  (See  Table  89).    Decreasing  proportions  had  been  seeking 
jobs  for  longer  periods  of  time.    In  this  characteristic,  as  in  educational 
background,  the  age  composition  of  the  group  affects  the  proportions  in  each 
duration  class. 

Table  89.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief 
Ylfho  Had  Never  Held  a  Non-Relief 
Job  ViTio  Vj'ere  Unemployed  and 
Looking  for  V/ork  at  Time  of  Study; 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  and  Length 
of  Time  Elapsed  Since  Entry  on  Labor  Market 
Hay  31,  1936  a/ 


I  .ri  lui  Tin  yjj: 

TIME  SINCE 
ENTRY  OK 
TJIROR  MARKET 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief 
T)"!  T*e<*+  TTnflnml ovn6Ti+  Psliflf* 

Total  unen^loyed. 

not  previously 

employed,  in 

sample 

2,667 

2,460 

PER  CENT 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

1  year  or  less 

37.6 

39.0 

6  months  or  less 

17.9 

18.3 

7  months  to  1  year 

19.7 

20.7 

IS  months  to  2  years 

21.0 

21.1 

13  months  to  18  months 

6.7 

6.7 

19  months  to  2  years 

14.3 

14.4 

25  months  to  three  years 

13.6 

11.8 

37  months  to  foTir  years 

8.2 

7.2 

49  months  to  five  years 

4.6 

4.7 

61  months  to  six  years 

4.0 

3.6 

73  months  to  seven  years 

2.2 

2.4 

Over  seven  years 

2.5 

2.2 

Unloioim 

6*2 

8.0 

a/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


t 

Workers  on  the  Federal  Works  Program.    By  the  end  of  I&y,  1936,  when 
the  study  ms  made,  the  Federal  Works  Program  had  become  the  most  important 
relief  agency  in  the  State,  as  far  as  the  volume  of  cases  was  concerned,  and 
as  a  result  persons  enqjloyed  on  projects  conducted  by  the  V/orks  Progress  Ad- 
ministration, National  Youth  Administration,  and  allied  agencies,  con^jrised 
43  per  cent  of  all  the  er^loyable  persons  receiving  unemplojTnent  or  poor  re- 
lief (Table  74).    In  fact,  this  group  formed  over  15  per  cent  of  the  entire 
relief  population. 
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Because  of  the  nature  of  the  program,  and  for  the  reasons  pointed  out 
on  page   159   all  but  a  small  fraction  of  the  total  were  included  in  oases 
that,  because  of  the  assignment  of  the  worker,  were  recognized  as  a  direct 
responsibility  of  the  VTorks  Progress  Administration.    Only  420  security  wage 
workers  out  of  23,315  in  the  combined  san^iles  were  members  of  Direct  Unerw 
ployment  Relief  or  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  cases.    These  were,  for  the  most  part, 
HTA  part-time  workers  vrfio  were  assigned  to  supplement  direct  relief  grants. 
In  the  tables  that  follow,  these  420  have  been  included. 

Table  90.  -  Relief  Workers  Employed  on  the  Federal 
Works  Program;  by  Sex  and  Age 
May  31,  1936 


AGE 

Both  sexes 

Uale 

Female 

Number  in  sample 

employBd 

on  Federal  Works 

Program 

23,315 

20,821 

2,494 

PER  CENT 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Under  20 

7.4 

6.2 

16.7 

20  -  29 

24.8 

23.9 

32.8 

30  -  39 

23.6 

23.6 

23.6 

40  -  49 

21.3 

22.0 

15.7 

50  -  59 

15.4 

16.3 

8.2 

60  -  69 

6.9 

7.3 

2.9 

70  and  over 

0.6 

0,7 

aV    Loss  than  .05  per  cent. 


Men  were  about  eight  times  as  numerous  as  women  on  Works  Program  pro- 
jects, a  relationship  which  in  part  explains  the  lower  ratio  of  men  to  women 
in  other  categories  of  relief  employables.    This  preference  for  male  workers 
was  more  or  less  inevitable  on  the  types  of  projects  that  are  generally  un- 
dertaken, since  the  most  easily  organized  and  supervised  jobs  are  those  in- 
volving construction  or  repair.    Such  projects  call  for  large  nusibers  of 
able-bodied  males.    They  also  require  relatively  little  skill. 

Although  there  was  a  marked  difference  between  the  unemployed  emd  the 
TJPA  workers  in  the  sex  conqsosition  of  the  two  groups,  the  age  patterns  were 
simileir  (compare  Tables  90  and  82).    The  median  ages  differ  by  only  a  frac- 
tion of  a  year,  and  the  proportions  in  each  age  class  above  and  belbw  this 
median  age  of  37.7,  tend  to  be  the  same.    Between  20  and  25  per  cent  of  the 
males  were  in  each  of  the  ten-year  age  classes  between  20  and  50  years,  6 
per  cent  were  xinder  20  while  approximately  25  per  cent  were  over  50.  The 
women  wore  much  youngorj  half  wore  under  30  and  three- fourths  wore  under  40. 

Colored  WPA  workers  wore  relatively  numerous,  comprising  15  per  cent 
of  the  total  (See  Table  91).    Of  special  importance  in  this  connection  is 
the  opportunity  for  negro  women  on  the  Works  Program.    Negro  women  havo  al- 
ways been  more  or  loss  limited  in  tho  typos  of  jobs  they  could  secure,  and 
for  the  21.2  per  cent  of  tho  females  who  were  colored,  the  projects  of  tho 
Works  Program  in  all  probability  meant  not  only  a  livelihood,  but  a  chance 
to  acquire  skills  that  nay  bo  valuable  to  thom  in  tho  nott-relief  field. 
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Table  91.  -  Relief  Workers  Employed  on  the  Federal 
Works  Program)  by  Sex  and  Race 
May  31,  1936 


RACE 


Both  Sexes 


Male 


Female 


Nirmber  in  sample 

employed  on 

Federal  Works  Program 


Total 


23,315  20,821 
PER  CENT 

100,0  100,0 


Yftiite 
Colored 


85.0 
15,0 


85.7 
14.3 


2,494 


100.0 

78.8 
21,2 


Most  of  the  men  employed  on  the  Tforks  Program  were  heads  of  their 
cases  (84  per  cent),  (See  Table  92)    ■vrtiile  the  women  employed  on  the  Works 
Program  were  more  evenly  divided  between  case  heads  and  secondary  case  men- 
bers. 


Table  92.  -  Relief  Workers  Employed  on  the  Federal 
Works  Program;  by  Sex  and  Case  Status 
May  31,  1936 


CASE  STATUS 


Both  Sexes 


Male 


Female 


Number  in  sample 

employed  on 

Federal  Works  Program 


Total 

Heads  of  cases 
Other  than  heads 


23,315  20,821 
PER  CENT 

100.0  100.0 


80,6 
19,4 


83,7 
16.3 


2,4P4 


100.0 

54.7 
45.3 


The  policy  of  the  Works  Progress  Administration  has  been  to  permit  one 
full-time  worker  in  each  case  to  be  on  a  project,  except  ^rtiere  the  site  of 
the  case  necessitated  additional  earnings.    When  such  a  situation  occurred, 
additioEul  young  persons  in  the  case  could  be  assigned  to  National  Youth  Ad- 
ministration projects  and  could  be  permitted  to  work  one-third  of  a  normal 
work  period.    This  policy  has  also  to  some  extent  solved  the  additional  pro- 
blem of  helping  young  workers  retain  their  morals  and  develop  their  skill. 

The  group  of  new  workers  discussed  in  the  preceding  section  does  not 
represent  all  those  who  had  had  no  non- relief  work  experience  (See  Table  93). 
It  should  actually  be  augmented  by  about  36  per  cent,  since  one-tenth  of 
those  working  on  Federal  Works  Program  projects  fall  into  this  class. 
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Table  93.  -  Relief  7,'orkers 
Employed  on  the  Federal  Vforks 
Prograii;  by  Sex  and  by  Class  of 
Last  ITon-Relief  Occupation 
May  31,  1936 


LAST  NON-RELIEF  OCCUPATION  Both  Sexes  Male  Female 

Number  in  sample  employed 


on  r6ci@F&x  iiOFKS  x^rogreLin 

on  ooi 

PER  CENT 

Total 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

Professional 

2.1 

1.5 

5.7 

Proprietary 

3,5 

3.9 

0.6 

Clerical 

6.6 

5.6 

15.S 

Skilled 

17,5 

19.4 

0,9 

Sem-skilled 

27.4 

28,5 

17.8 

Unskilled 

32.7 

32.0 

31.3 

Inexperienced 

10.2 

8,2 

27.9 

Occupationally,  the  workers  in  the  Federal  T/orks  Program  represented 
the  nost  skilled  group  in  the  employable  relief  population.    Forty-eight  per 
cent  of  the  males  and  19  per  cent  of  the  females  had  occupations  that  could 
be  classed  as  either  skilled  or  semi-skilled,  while  11  per  cent  of  the  males 
and  22  per  cent  of  the  females  came  from  occupations  in  the  "iriiite  collar," 
that  is,  professional,  proprietary,  or  clerical,  classes.    A.pproximately  33 
per  cent  of  the  males  and  31  per  cent  of  the  females  were  from  the  so-called 
"tinskilled  occupations,"  a  classification  that  includes,  among  other  things, 
all  the  domestic  and  personal  service  group,  longshoremen  and  stevedores, 
outside  workers  at  coal  mines,  factory  laborers,  hod-carriers,  teamsters, 
and  draymen. 

The  ideal  of  the  V/orks  Program  has  been  to  fit  workers  as  closely  as 
possible  into  their  regular  occupational  grooves  when  assigmnents  to  project 
are  made.    This  cannot  be  accomplished  completely,  since,  if  no  other  prob- 
lems existed,  the  very  diversity  of  the  occupational  backgrounds  of  relief 
workers,  combined  with  a  relative  scarcity  of  other  needed  skills  among  thos 
on  relief  rolls,  makes  the  designing  of  projects  that  would  be  suitable  for 
all  workers  almost  impossible.    It  is,  nevertheless,  valuable  to  examine  the 
assigned  occupation  class  in  connection  with  the  last  non-relief  occupation 
class  to  see  to  vrtiat  extent  workers  had  tended  to  get  occupations  similar  to 
those  which  they  had  held  prior  to  Work  Relief  eiqiloyment ,    In  Table  94, 
this  information  is  given  for  the  22,895  Works  Program  workers  who  were  part 
of  the  regular  Works  Program  sample}  that  is,  the  420  workers  found  on  imeni- 
plojment  or  poor  relief  rolls  have  been  excluded.    Farm  operators  and  labor- 
ers are  also  shown  as  a  separate  class  instead  of  being  distributed  between 
the  proprietors  and  unskilled  workers. 
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Table  94.  -  Works  Progran  Workers      ;  by- 
Last  Non-Relief  Occupation 
and  by  Assigned  Project  Occupation 
May  31,  1936 


Number  of 

LAST  Works  PER  CEMT  IN  SPECIFIED  PROJECT  OCCUPATION  CLASS 

NON-RELIEF  Program  Professional  Office  Semi-  UiSi 

OCCUPATION  Workers  in  and  WorkersSkilled  Skilled  Skilled 


Sample 

Total 

b/  Workers 

Total 

22, 

,895 

100.0 

2.8 

6.5 

8.4 

9.8 

72.5 

Professional 

465 

100.0 

53.9 

18.8 

4.7 

5.8 

16.8 

Proprietary 

405 

100.0 

5.9 

16.1 

12.4 

5.4 

60.2 

Office  workers 

1, 

,504 

100.0 

5.6 

35.4 

4.9 

13.4 

40,7 

Skilled  workers 

3, 

,996 

100.0 

1.4 

3.3 

29.1 

4.5 

61,7 

Semi-skilled 

vrorkers 

6, 

,260 

100.0 

0.8 

3.0 

5.2 

10.3 

80,7 

Unskilled  workers 

6, 

,747 

100.0 

0.7 

1.6 

2.9 

10.7 

84.1 

Farmers  d/ 

1, 

,106 

100.0 

0.3 

1.6 

3.9 

1.9 

92.3 

Inexperienced 

vrorkers 

2, 

,185 

100.0 

5.5 

14.7 

1.7 

15.3 

62.8 

a/ Excluding  404  members  of  direct  relief  oases. 
^/   Including  a  certain  number  of  project  officials, 
"o/   Excluding  farm  operators. 

Both  farm  operators  and  farm  laborers. 


Excepting  only  the  professional  and  technical  group,  the  greatest  per- 
centage of  each  regular  occupation  class  had  been  assigned  to  unskilled  jobs. 
Ninety- two  per  cent  of  the  farmers,  over  80  per  cent  of  both  the  semi-skilled 
and  the  regularly  unskilled,  over  60  per  cent  of  the  proprietary  and  the 
skilled  group,  over  40  per  cent  of  the  office  workers,  ajid  17  per  cent  of  the 
professionals,  were  working  on  projects  in  occupations  that  required  rela- 
tively little  skill. 

Such  a  presentation,  however,  does  not  present  a  fair  picture  of  the 
efforts  made  toward  an  efficient  and  equitable  distribution  of  available  pro- 
ject jobs.    The  reason  for  the  large  proportion  of  workers  in  the  unskilled 
group  was  that  unskilled  workers  were  needed,  while  the  demand  for  the  skilled 
and  semi-skilled  was  not  nearly  as  great.    Actually,  over  three- fifths  of  the 
vrorkers  who  had  been  assigned  skilled  oocupationa  were  drawn  from  those  who 
normally  would  h?ive  been  pursuing  skilled  occupations. 

One  other  group  of  workers,  included  In  the  relief  san^le  of  those  paid 
out  of  Federal  funds,  were  not  included  with  other  V/orks  Program  employees. 
lYorkers  assigned  to  Public  Works  Administration  jobs,  were  treated  in  the  same 
way  as  workers  who  were  privately  occupied,  since  their  relationship  to  their 
jobs  differed  from  that  true  for  security  wage  workers.    No  means  test  was  in- 
volved; the  worker  received  going  rates  and  was  under  the  direction  of  the  con- 
tractor responsible  for  the  work.    For  this  reason,  it  must  be  borne  in  ralnd 
that  the  proportion  shown  working  on  the  Works  Program  is  slightly  lower  than 
the  total  dependent  on  Federal  fxmds  for  their  employment,  irtiile  the  nxjmber 
shown  as  privately  employed  is  slightly  increased  by  the  inclusion  of  these 
PVTA  workers. 

Non-relief  Employment »    In  the  discussion  of  ease  Income,  it  was  pointed 
out  that  private  employment  was  the  only  important  source  of  supplementary  In- 
come.   This  importance,  however,  was  relative,  and  the  statement  should  not  b« 
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interpreted  to  mean  that  case  income  from  this  source  vms  in  any  sense  sub- 
stantial.   About  half  of  the  cases,  including  employed  members  derived  less 
than  $7.50  weekly  from  their  wages.    In  addition,  approximately  12.8  per 
cent  of  the  7/orks  Program  cases  reported  as  including  privately  occupied 
persons,  were  thus  classified  because  the  certified  worker  had  been  assigned 
to  a  Public  Vtorks  Administration  project,  employment  which  was  classified 
as  noDf-relief .    The  entire  problem  of  the  supplementation  of  the  tvages  re- 
ceived from  private  or  regular  public  employment  has,  notwithstanding  these 
facts,  received  such  emphasis  that  it  has  often  been  misinterpreted. 

About  ten  per  cent  of  all  t^e  oases  studied  had  one  person  employed, 
while  in  another  two  per  cent  of  the  cases  two  or  more  persons  were  drawing 
wages  from  non-relief  jobs  (See  Table  95).    Less  than  four  per  cent  of  the 
Outdoor  Poor  Relief  cases,  eleven  per  cent  of  the  Direct  Unemployment  Re- 
lief cases,  and  thirteen  per  cent  of  the  V.'orks  Program  cases  were  receiving 
income  from  non-relief  wages,  although  the  WPA  percentage  is  higher  because 
of  the  inclusion  of  those  cases  whose  workers  were  "privately"  employed  only 
by  virtue  of  the  Federal  Government's  activity  in  the  field  of  Public  Works. 

Table  95.  -  Relief  Cases  Classified 
by  Amount  of  Pull-Time  V  and  Part-Tim© 
Non-Relief  Employment 
May  31,  1936  b/ 


EJCTEirr  OF  PART-TIME 
AND  FULL-TIME  NON- 
RELIEF  ElIPLOYMENT 


Cases 

Total  Cases    Outdoor  Direct       Dependent  on 

for  Three       Poor  Unemployment  Federal  Vtorks 

Agencies    Relief  Cases  Relief  Cases  Program 


Number  of  oases 
in  sanqilo 


42,103  E,505  17,221 

PER  CENT 


22,377 


Total 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


Cases  with  no 
privately  employed 
persons 


88.8 


95. S 


89.0 


87.9 


Cases  with  one 
privately  employed 
person  working: 

Part-time 

Full-time 


9.5 
5.3 
4.2 


4.4 
3.2 
1.2 


9.6 
6.0 
3.6 


10.0 
4.9 
5.1 


Cases  with  two 

privately  employed 

persons  working:  1.4 

Part-time  0.5 

Full-time  0,4 

One  full-time  and 

one  part-time  0.5 


2l 


1.2 
O.S 
0.3 

0.4 


1.7 
0.6 
0.5 

0.5 


Cases  with  three  or  rmre 
privately  employed  persons 
either  full  or  part-time  0.3 


0*2 


0.4 


a/    A  work  week  of  30  hours  or  more  wae  oonsidered  full-time  employmentlT 
"tf    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
c/    Less  than  .05  per  cent. 
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Aboixt  half  of  this  employment  was  for  less  than  30  hours  per  week, 
the  dividing  line  between  full-  and  part-time  employment,  insofar  as  this 
study  was  concerned.    For  convenience  in  classification,  a  uniform  defini- 
tion of  full-  and  part-time  enployment  must  be  used.    In  actual  practice, 
hov/ever,  the  meanings  of  the  terms  will  differ  from  industry  to  industry 
and,  within  one  industry,  from  occupation  to  occupation.    Of  the  jobs 
usually  open  to  relief  clients  those  jobs  that  require  less  work  time  are 
usually  less  remunerative,  so  that  it  appears  that  attention  has  been  de- 
voted to  the  question  of  supplementary  relief  out  of  proportion  to  its 
actual  importance  as  a  relief  problem. 

Part-time  employment,  as  thus  defined,  was  more  common  than  full- 
time  employment  for  workers  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  or  Outdoor 
Poor  Relief J  about  6  and  3  per  cent,  respectively,  of  their  cases  had  one 
such  worker  (see  Table  95).    The  V/PA  caseload,  on  the  other  hand,  tended 
to  include  a  relatively  greater  number  of  oases  in  which  the  employed  per- 
son v^as  working  a  full  vrork-week.    In  fact,  employment  of  one  full-time 
vrorker  accounted  for  approximately  the  seohb  proportion  of  all  cases,  as 
did  the  employment  of  one  part-time  worker. 

Four  per  cent  of  the  Direct  Unen^iloyment  Relief  cases  had  a  worker 
employed  thirty  hours  or  more  per  week,  but  less  than  half  of  the  full-time 
workers  were  the  regular  economic  heads  of  their  families.    If  the  usxial 
breadwinner  had  had  full-time  employment,  it  is  possible  that  sufficient 
income  might  have  been  received  to  make  further  public  relief  unnecessary. 
The  wages  of  a  less  skilled  worker  in  a  household  are  not  always  great  o- 
nough  to  make  this  possible,  (see  Table  96). 

Table  96.  -  Proportion  of  Privately  Employed 


Full-Tirae  Y/orkers  Receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief 

X!ho  77ere 

Heads  of  Cases 

;  by  Sex 

liay  31,  1936 

PER    C  E 

K  T 

Humber  of 

Heads  of 

Other  Persons 

SEX 

Persons 

Total 

Cases 

in  Relief  Cases 

Both  sexes 

842 

100.0 

45,8 

54.2 

Male 

538 

100.0 

66.0 

34.0 

Female 

304 

100.0 

10.2 

89.8 

Since  the  need  for  additional  income  increases  with  the  size  of  the 
case,  and  since,  in  general,  the  larger  oases  include  more  persons  of  enw 
ployable  age,  it  is  not  surprising  to  find  that  the  proportion  of  cases  in- 
cluding privately  occupied  persons  increases  with  the  size  of  case  (See 
Table  97).    About  13  per  cent  of  the  four-person  cases,  about  20  per  cent  of 
the  five  and  six-person  cases,  and  nBre  than  25  per  cent  of  cases  larger  than 
six  persons  included  one  or  more  workers  employed  on  non»-relief  jobs.  These 
proportions  are  roughly  the  same  for  both  the  Federal  Works  Program  and  Di- 
rect Unemployment  Relief,  although  the  proportions  of  leu-ge  cases  with  pri- 
vately employed  members  tends  to  be  somewhat  greater  for  WPA. 

It  will  be  noted  in  Table  97  that  about  two  per  cent  of  the  single- 
person  Works  Program  cases  appear  as  privately  occupied.    This  apparent  con- 
tradiction is  due  to  the  classification  of  PtTA  workers  with  the  non-relief 
employed. 
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Table  97.  -  Relief  Cases  of  each  Size  by 
Niimber  of  Privately  Employed  Persons 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


Number 

of  Cases  CENT  OF  CASES  VIIITH  SPECIFIED  NUMBER 

SIZE  OF  CASE  in  OF  PRIVATELY  EliPLDYED  PERSONS 


Sample 

Total 

None 

One 

Two 

ITT  fllllltTIl^ 

ALL  THREE 

AGENCIES 

Total 

42 

,103 

100.0 

88,8 

9.5 

1.4 

0,3 

One  person 

9 

,602 

100.0 

98,2 

1.8 

- 

- 

Two  persons 

7,626 

100.0 

94.7 

5.2 

0.1 

- 

Three  persons 

6 

,640 

100,0 

90.4 

9.1 

0.5 

5 

,559 

100.0 

87.1 

11.4 

Five  persons 

4 

,237 

100.0 

83.7 

13.9 

2.1 

0,3 

Six  persons 

2 

,988 

100.0 

79.6 

17.0 

2.7 

0.6 

Seven  persons 

2 

,089 

100.0 

77.1 

17,7 

4.1 

1,1 

Eight  persons 

1 

,449 

100.0 

74.3 

20.4 

4.6 

.  0.7 

Nine  persons 

872 

100.0 

72.2 

20.6 

5.3 

1.8 

Ten  persons 

533 

100.0 

67.7 

22.0 

7.9 

2.4 

Over  ten  persons 

508 

100.0 

58.5 

24.4 

12.2 

4.9 

TEE  FEDERAL  WORKS  PROGRAM 

Total 

22 

,377 

100,0 

88.0 

9.9 

1.7 

0,4 

One  person 

3 

,361 

100.0 

98.6 

1.4 

- 

- 

Two  persons 

3 

,873 

100.0 

95.6 

4.4 

-V 

- 

Three  persons 

3 

,983 

100.0 

91.2 

8.4 

0.4 

Four  persons 

3 

,438 

100.0 

87.7 

10.9 

1.3 

-  V 

Five  persons 

2,587 

100.0 

84.6 

13.1 

2.0 

Six  persons 

1,839 

100.0 

79.5 

16.2 

3.4 

0.9 

Seven  persons 

1,284 

100.0 

76.5 

17.7 

4.4  . 

1.4 

Eight  persons 

870 

100.0 

74.4 

19.4 

5.3 

0.9 

Nine  persons 

515 

100.0 

69.1 

22.5 

6.0 

2.3 

Ten  persons 

302 

100.0 

65.2 

23.5 

8.3 

3.0 

Over  ten  persons 

325 

100.0 

53.2 

26.8 

14.5 

5.5 

DIRECT  miEMPLOYMEHT  RELIEF 

Total 

17 

,221 

100,0 

89,0 

9.6 

1.2 

0.2 

One  person 

4 

,946 

100,0 

97,9 

2.1 

- 

- 

Two  persons 

s 

,170 

100,0 

93,2 

6,5 

0.3 

- 

Three  persons 

2 

,448 

100.0 

88,8 

10,6 

0.6 

Four  persons 

1 

,965 

100,0 

86,0 

12.2 

1.6 

Five  persons 

1, 

,544 

100,0 

81,7 

15.5 

2.3 

0.4 

Six  persons 

1< 

,094 

100,0 

79.2 

18.7 

1.8 

0.2 

Seven  persons 

753 

100,0 

77.7 

17,9 

3.9 

0.5 

Eight  persons 

553 

100.0 

73.8 

22,1 

3.6 

0.5 

Nine  persons 

348 

100,0 

76.7 

17,8 

4,3 

1,1 

Ten  persona 

224 

100,0 

70.5 

20.1 

7.6 

1.8 

Over  ten  persons 

176 

100,0 

67.0 

20,5 

8.5 

4.0 

OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF 

-V 

Total 

2, 

,505 

100,0 

95.6 

4,4 

One  person 

I, 

,295 

100,0 

98,0 

2,0 

Two  persons 

583 

100,0 

96,4 

3,6 

Three  persons 

209 

100.0 

94,3 

5,7 

Four  persons 

156 

100.0 

87.8 

12.2 

Five  persons 

106 

100,0 

90,6 

8.5 

0.9 

Over  five  persons 

156 

100,0 

85.9 

14.1 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936, 
Less  than  ,05  per  oent. 
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Table  98.  -  Relief  Workers  TVho  Were  Privately 
Eniployed;  by  Agency  Providing  Aid, 
and  by  Weekly  Wages,  for  Both  I\ill  and 
Part-Time  Workers 
Hay  31,  1936  a/ 


AiiOUNT  OOTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF 


OF  THREE  AIID  FEDERAL  TORKS 

VffiEKLY  WAGE  AGENCIES  DIRECT  UNEMPLOYlfEIIT  RELIEF  PROGRAM 


Part- 

Full- 

fart- 

hill- 

Part- 

Time 

Time 

Time 

Tims 

Time 

Time 

Workers 

Vforkers 

■Workers 

T/orkers 

Workers  Vtorkera 

Privately 

persons  in 

sample 

2,529 

3,047 

873 

1,409 

1,656 

1,638 

PER  CENT 

IN  EACH  VfAGE 

CLASS 

Total 

100.0 

100,0 

100,0 

100.0 

100,0 

100,0 

$2.50  or  xinder 

2.0 

17.1 

2,7 

19.6 

1,7 

15,0 

2.51  to  17.50 

20.8 

51,7 

26,3 

51.5 

17,8 

51,9 

7.51  to  12.50 

29.3 

22.3 

32,6 

21.7 

27,5 

22,8 

12.51  to  17.50 

27.5 

5.6 

21,8 

4.2 

30,5 

6,7 

17.51  to  22.50 

13.2 

2.2 

9.7 

1.8 

15,1 

2,5 

22.51  to  27,50 

3.5 

0.7 

3,4 

0.8 

3,5 

0.7 

Over  ^27,50 

3.7 

0,4 

3.5 

0.4 

3,9 

0.4 

a/   Outdoor  Poor 

Relief, 

July  31, 

1936. 

The  chief  iii^)ortance  of  private  enqjloyment  is  the 

amount  of 

money  it 

yields  the  worker  and  his  dependents,  and  it  is  the  small  amount  earned  by 
relief  workers  that  is  significant  (See  Table  98).    Over  half  the  full-time 
workers,  and  over  nine-tenths  of  the  part-time  workers,  were  averaging  $12,50 
per  week,  or  less.    Roughly,  one-fifth  of  the  full-time  workers  received  un- 
der ^7.50,  one-fifth  received  over  |17.50,  while  the  wages  of  the  remaining 
three- fifths  fell  between  these  two  figures.    The  part-time  workers  not  only 
earned  less  but  much  less  for  their  shorter  work  periods;  68  per  cent  received 
amounts  under  $7.51  per  week  and  17  per  cent  received  amounts  under  |2.51  per 
week. 

On  the  whole,  those  in  security  wage  cases  who  were  privately  enqjloyed 
fared  better  than  did  the  corresponding  group  receiving  direct  relief,  al- 
though it  is  only  among  the  full-time  workers  that  this  is  especially  marked. 
The  median  wage  for  full-time  workers  in  WPA  cases  was  $12.99,  as  con^iared 
with  $10.73  for  those  in  ERA  or  Poor  Relief  cases.    This  was  largely  due  to 
the  greater  proportion  of  building  construction  workers  in  the  Works  Program 
sample,  a  factor  irtiich  again  is  to  be  e^cplained  by  the  expenditure  of  Federal 
funds  for  Public  Works. 

The  extent  of  private  employment  as  measured  by  the  proportion  of  all 
relief  employables  may  be  found  in  Table  74,  about  11  per  cent  of  the  em^ 
ployable  persons  receiving  Direct  irneiq)loyment  Relief,  and  about  10  per  cent 
of  the  employables  included  in  security  wage  cases,  being  shown  as  working 
at  full-  or  part-time  non>-relief  jobs. 
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Table  99.  -  Ratio  of  Relief  Persons 
Privately  Employed  Full  Tine  to 
Relief  Persons  Privately  Employed  Part 
Time;  by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  and  Sex 
I.Iay  31,  1936  a/ 


FULL  TIME  IIOII-RELIEF  V;ORKERS  PER  HUIIDPaiD  PART  TIME 
li01J-rj:LIEF  WORKERS 


SEX 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief 

Three 

and 

Federal  Works 

Agencies 

Direct  Unemployment  Relief 

Program 

All  privately  employed 

workers 

83.0 

62.0 

101.1 

Uale 

97.4 

66.1 

125.6 

Female 

63.3 

55.8 

69.3 

a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief, 

July  31, 

1936. 

With  the  exception  of  the  privately  enqjloyed  males  in  WPA  oases  where 
the  ratio  of  full-time  workers  to  part-time  workers  was  about  126  to  100, 
part-time  workers  were  relatively  much  more  numeroxis  (See  Table  99).    In  the 
direct  relief  population,  there  were  about  66  man  and  about  56  women  working 
full-time  for  every  100  of  their  respective  sexes  working  part-time,  while 
among  the  privately-en^loyed  women  in  security  wage  cases,  there  were  69  full- 
time  workers  per  100  part-time  workers. 

The  privately  employed  were,  next  to  the  inexperienced  tinemployed,  the 
youngest  of  the  employable  groups  (Tables  75  and  100).    Sixty  per  cent  of  the 
full-time  workers  and  55  per  cent  of  the  part-time  workers  were  under  30  years 
of  age,  while  only  11  per  cent  of  the  full-time  and  13  per  cent  of  the  part- 
time  workers  were  50  years  old  or  over. 
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Table  100.  -  Relief  V/orkers  '/tTio  Were  Privately  Es^loyed; 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  Sex,  and  Age 
for  Both  Full  and  Part-Time  V/orkers 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF 
THREE  AKD  FEDERAL  TORKS 

SEX  AND  AGE  AGENCIES  DIRECT  UlffiWPLOYMEOT  RELIEF  PROGRAM 

Full-         Part-  Full-       Part-  Full  Part- 

Time  Time  Time  Time  Time  Time 

Workers     Workers         Workers     Vforkers         Workers  Vferkers 


Total  privately 


employed,  in 

1,638 

sample 

2,529 

3,047 

873 

1,409 

1,656 

Males 

1,715 

1,761 

553 

836 

1,162 

925 

Females 

814 

1,286 

320 

573 

494 

713 

PER 

CENT 

Both  sexes 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100,0 

100.0 

Under  20 

17.1 

io.o 

X  /  •  0 

17.0 

22.2 

20  -  29 

42.5 

35.9 

39.7 

28.5 

43.9 

42.4 

30  -  39 

14.4 

16.7 

17.5 

21.4 

12.8 

12.7 

40  -  49 

14.3 

15.4 

16.2 

19.4 

13.3 

11.9 

50-59 

8.1 

9.1 

5.7 

9.9 

9.4 

8.4 

60  -  69 

3.3 

3.5 

3.2 

5.0 

3.3 

2.2 

70  and  over 

0.3 

0.6 

0.4 

1.0 

0.3 

0,2 

Males 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Under  20 

13.1 

15.9 

13.2 

11,0 

13.0 

20,2 

20  -  29 

37.1 

34.0 

33.2 

24.7 

39.0 

42,5 

30  -  39 

16.5 

16.0 

20.6 

22.9 

14.5 

9.9 

40  -  49 

17.6 

17.8 

21.0 

22.9 

16.0 

13.2 

50  -  59 

10,6 

11.0 

7,0 

11,3 

12.4 

10,8 

60  -  69 

4.6 

4.3 

4.5 

5,6 

4.7 

3.0 

70  and  over 

0.5 

1.0 

0.5 

1.6 

0.4 

0,4 

Females 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

Under  20 

30.1 

25.7 

35.7 

26.8 

26.5 

24,7 

20  -  29 

49.2 

35.8 

39.8 

27.7 

55.3 

42,3 

30  -  39 

10.1 

17.6 

12.2 

19.2 

8.7 

16,4 

40-49 

7.4 

12.Q 

7.8 

14.1 

7.1 

10,3 

50  -  59 

2.7 

6.4 

3.5 

8,0 

2.2 

5,2 

60  -  69 

0.5 

2.4 

1.0 

4.0 

0.2 

1.1 

70  and  over 

0.1 

0.2 

a/   Oxrtdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 

The  largest  number  of  male  full-time  -workers  were  from  20  to  29  years 
of  age  (See  Table  100),  an  age  class  in  which  a  third  of  the  full-time  workers 
receiving  direct  relief,  and  39  per  cent  of  the  corresponding  group  in  Works 
Program  cases,  were  concentrated.    Thirteen  per  cent  of  the  full-time  workers 
of  both  agencies  were  below  this  age  group.    One- fifth  of  the  direct  relief 
group  were  in  the  thirties,  one-fifth  in  the  forties,  and  12  per  cent  were 
over  50  years  old,  while  among  the  male  full-time  workers  from  WPA  cases  15 
per  cent  were  from  30  to  39,  16  per  cent  from  40  to  49,  and  12  per  cent  were 
from  50  to  59,  with  5  per  cent  60  years  old  or  more. 

The  women  who  had  full-time  non-relief  jobs  were,  on  the  whole,  much 
younger;  36  per  cent  of  those  receiving  direct  relief  and  27  per  cent  of  the 
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Works  Program  females  of  this  class  wore  under  20  years,  ■while  75  and  82  per 
cent,  respectively, on  these  programs  were  under  30. 

The  part-tiine  vrorkers  receiving  direct  relief  showed  a  relatively 
greater  number  of  persons  in  the  higher  ages;  7  per  cent  of  the  males  and 
4  per  cent  of  the  fernales  were  60  years  and  over,  40  per  cent  of  the  males 
and  26  per  cent  of  the  females  were  40  years  or  more,  while  only  about  36 
per  cent  of  the  men  and  about  54  per  cent  of  the  women  were  under  30. 

The  women  from  Vforks  Program  cases  who  were  working  part  tine  at  noiw 
relief  jobs  exhibited,  on  the  other  hand,  an  age  distribution  more  nearly 
similar  to  that  of  the  female  full-time  ivorkers  from  security  wage  cases, 
two-thirds  were  under  30  years  of  age,  and  about  four-fifths  under  40. 

The  age  distribution  of  the  Works  Program  male  dependents  who  had  part- 
tiTne  non-relief  jobs  was  distinctly  different  from  that  of  all  the  other  pri- 
vately occupied  groups;  about  63  per  cent  were  under  30  years  of  age,  and 
about  27  per  cent  were  over  40,    The  age  bracket  of  greatest  enployability, 
the  thirties, contained  less  than  10  per  cent  of  the  total.    This,  of  course, 
is  a  consequence  of  the  program  itself;  the  majority  of  the  men  of  this  age 
vrere  working  on  projects. 

Table  101.  -  Relief  Workers  Who  Were  Privately 
Employed  Full  or  Part  Time;  by  Agency 
Providing  Aid,  Sex,  and  Race 
IS&y  31,  1936  a/ 


OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF 
THREE  AND  FEDERAL  TORKS 

SEX  AND  RACE  AGENCIES  DIRECT  UlffiMPLOYMM'  RELIEF  PROGRAM 

Full-         Part-  Full-         Part-  Full-  Part- 

Time  Time  Time  Time  Time  Time 

Workers     Workers         Vforkers     Workers         Workers  Workers 


Total 

privately 

employed. 


in  sample 

2,529 

3,047 

873 

1,409 

1,656 

1,638 

Males 

1,715 

1,761 

553 

836 

1,162 

925 

Females 

814 

1,286 

320 

573 

494 

713 

PER 

CENT 

Both  sexes 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

vmite 

92.8 

85.7 

90.0 

83.5 

94.2 

87.6 

Colored 

7.2 

14.3 

10.0 

16,5 

5.8 

12.4 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Tfliite 

94.0 

91.7 

90.8 

86.8 

95.5 

94.4 

Colored 

6.0 

8.3 

9.2 

11.2 

4.5 

5.6 

Female 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Y/hite 

90.2 

77.4 

88.8 

75.7 

91.1 

78.8 

Colored 

9.8 

22.6 

11.2 

24.3 

8.9 

21.2 

a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


Colored  workers  wore  not  represented  among  the  privately  employed  to 
the  same  extent  as  they  wore  among  either  the  unen^loyed  or  cunong  project 
workers  (Soo  Table  101),    They  did,  however,  foi-rn  almost  one-quarter  of  the 
female  part-time  workers  irtio  were  receiving  direct  relief.    This  fact  is 
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related  to  the  occupational  distribution  of  those  vrorkers,  since  a  threat 
number  of  domestic  servants  are  negroes.    Otherwise,  the  proportions  Tjere 
TTiuch  lower  than  might  be  expected  from  the  numerical  importance  of  negroes 
among  all  employables  on  relief;  approxirately  6  per  cent  of  all  male  full- 
time  workers  and  about  8  per  cent  of  all  male  part-time  vrarkers  were  colored, 
as  compared  v/ith  10  per  cent  of  the  total  female  full-time  workers  and  23  per 
cent  of  the  total  female  part-tijne  workers. 

Table  102.  -  Relief  iVorkers  ITho  IVere  Privately 
Eii5)loyed  Full  Time;  by  Agency  Providing 
Aid,  by  Sex,  and  by  Occupation  Class 
toy  31,  1936  a/ 


OUTDOOR 

POOR  RELIEF 

OCCUPATION 

THREE 

AHD 

FEDERAL 

CLASS 

AGENCIES 

DIRECT  UME1.5PL0YUEKT  RELIEF  V.tiRKS 

PROGRAI.! 

Male 

Female 

Male 

Female 

iJale 

Female 

Total  workers  in 

employed  full  tirae 

1,715 

814 

553 

320 

1,162 

494 

PER 

cei:t  of  full  time  workers 

Total 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

Professional 

0.9 

1.1 

0,5 

0,6 

1.1 

1,4 

Proprietary 

2.2 

1.2 

3.6 

1.3 

1.6 

1,2 

Clerical 

9,5 

18,2 

12.0 

15.7 

8.3 

19,8 

Skilled 

14.7 

1.2 

12.4 

0.6 

15.8 

1.6 

Semi-skilled 

27.0 

39.8 

32.4 

43.8 

24,6 

37.3 

Unskilled 

38.3 

38.3 

32.0 

37.9 

41.2 

38.5 

Farm  operators 

and  laborers 

7.3 

0.1 

7.1 

7,4 

0.2 

a/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


The  men  who  were  privately  employed  full  time  worked  at  a  vn.de  variety 
of  occupations  (See  Table  102).    About  one-third  of  these  workers  receiving 
direct  relief  and  about  41  per  cent  of  the  group  included  in  V/orks  Program 
cases,  however,  were  employed  at  jobs  that  could  be  classed  as  unskilled,  and 
about  a  third  of  the  direct  relief  and  one-quarter  of  the  V/orks  Program  full- 
time  males  were  in  semi-skilled  occupations.    These  two  classes  comprise  ap- 
proximately two-thirds  of  the  total,  while  the  skilled  and  clerical  occupa- 
tions account  for  all  but  small  proportions  of  the  balance. 

Similarly,  about  four-fifths  of  the  full-time  female  v/orkers  receiving 
direct  relief,  and  over  three-quarters  gf  the  vromen  in  V/orks  Program  cases 
employed  full  time,  were  in  unskilled  or  semi-skilled  occupations,  with  15 
per  cent  and  20  per  cent,  respectively,  reporting  clerical  jobs. 
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Table  103.  -  Relief  Workers  who  v/ere  privately 
employed  part  time;  by  Agency  providing 
Aid,  by  Sex,  and  by  Occupation  Class 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF 

THREE 

AND 

FEDERAL 

OCCUPATION  CLASS 

AGEKCIES 

DIRECT  UlffiMPLOyiffillT  RELIEF 

VroRKS  PROGPJUv: 

liale  Female 

Male  Female 

l'£.le  Female 

Total  workers  in 
sajnple  privately 


employed  part  time  1,761 

1,286 

836 

573 

925 

713 

PER 

CEirr  OF 

PART  TIME 

VroRKERS 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Professional 

1.9 

1.4 

2.6 

1.2 

1.2 

1.6 

Proprietary 

3.5 

0.6 

5.2 

0.7 

2.1 

0.6 

Clerical 

8.1 

9.6 

9.6 

9.3 

6.8 

9.9 

Skilled 

13.2 

0.9 

14.4 

1.1 

12.0 

0.7 

Semi-skilled 

34.2 

35.6 

34.1 

34.6 

34.3 

36.3 

Unskilled 

31.9 

51.3 

28.9 

52.9 

34.5 

50.1 

Farm  operators 

and  laborers 

7.2 

0.6 

5.2 

0.2 

9.1 

0.8 

a/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


The  semi-skilled  and  unskilled  occupations  also  accounted  for  the  ma- 
jority of  the  part-time  workers,  although  the  relative  weight  of  these  classes 
in  the  total  was  changed,  with  a  smaller  proportion  of  the  men  in  the  iinskill- 
ed  class  and  a  greater  proportion  of  the  women.  Over  one-third  of  both  males 
and  females  were  semi-skilled,  while  unskilled  occupations  were  being  followed 
by  over  50  per  cent  of  the  women  and  32  per  cent  of  the  men  who  were  privately 
employed  part-time. 

The  great  concentration  of  full-  and  part-time  workers  in  these  tvro 
occupation  classes  makes  a  somewhat  closer  examination  of  the  indivic'ual 
occupations  desirable.    A  fevr  of  the  more  common  ones  are  presented  in  Table 
104. 


-118. 


Table  104.  -  Proportion  of  All  Privately  Employed 
Relief  Workers  Engaged  in 
Certain  Specific  Oooupationaj 
by  Sex} 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


OCOTPATION  Both  Sexes  Males  Females 

Total  vrorkers,  in 
sample,  privately 

employed  5,576                         3,476  2,100 

PER  CEHT  OF  ALL  PRXTATELY  EMPLOYED 

Servants,  private 

families  1S»6  1»P  33.2 

Semi-skilled 
operatives  in 
textile  and  garment 

factories  10.5  3.7  21.8 

Miners  and  mine 

laborers  8.1  12.8  0.2 
Salesmen  and  saleswomen 

in  stores  5.4  4.8  6.3 

Farm  laborers  3.2  4.9  0.4 

Vi'aiters,  waitresses, 

and  countermen  2.3  0.7  5.0 


a/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 

One-third  of  the  women  who  were  en^loyed  full  or  part  time  had  jobs  as 
domestic  servants,  and  22  per  cent  were  semi-skilled  operatives  in  textile  or 
garment  factories.    These  two  forms  of  enterprise  thus  accounted  for  over  half 
of  the  female  non^relief  workers.    Saleswomen  in  retail  shops  con5>rised  anoth- 
er 6  per  cent,  while  vreLitresses  fonrted  5  per  cent.    Together  these  four  occu- 
pations provided  more  or  less  meager  earnings  to  tvro-thirds  of  the  wTDmen  in 
relief  families  that  were  found  to  be  working  at  the  time  of  the  study. 

The  men  reported  a  far  greater  variety  of  occupations,  although  miners 
and  mine  laborers  were  evident  as  important  groups,  accounting  for  13  per  cent 
of  all  male  relief  recipients  who  had  private  employment.    Retail  stores  and 
textile  and  gannent  factories  were  responsible  for  an  appreciable  amovmt  of 
employment,  totalling  9  per  cent,  while  an"  additional  5  per  cent  of  the  men 
drew  earnings  as  farm  laborers. 

These  six  ways  of  earning  additional  income  to  supplement  the  relief 
grant  accounted  for  over  four-fifths  of  all  the  private  employment  found  in 
this  study.    How  much  variation  there  is  from  season  to  season  in  the  amotmt 
of  non-relief  employment,  and  the  fom  it  takes,  is  not  known,  but  it  is  evi- 
dent from  the  data  that  the  xmderemployment  and  underpayment  of  certain  occu- 
pational groups  is  an  important  element  in  any  consideration  of  relief  and 
its  problems. 
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CHAPTER  V 


SPECIAL  GEOUre  IK 
TEE  RELIEF  POFULATIOK 


It  is  possible  to  cle.ssify  persons  receivlnf^  relief  in  a  variety  of 
different  v/ays,  just  as  any  population  ceji  be  analyzed  into  groups  by  the 
application  of  some  basic  scheme  of  classification.    Even  the  more  comnon 
characteristics  that  are  used  in  such  analyses,  such  as  age,  race,  nativity, 
and  marital  status,  take  on  special  significance  for  the  population  receiv- 
inr;  relief,  since,  by  breal:in~  the  total  into  its  component  parts,  the  pres- 
ence of  special  problem  groups  becomes  evident.    An  ^xanination  of  the  race 
of  tliose  receiving  relief,  for  cj:ainple,  shov.'od  that  negroes  v.'ere  relatively 
very  numerous,  and  it  is,  therefore,  possible  to  consider  part  of  the  problem 
of  relief  and  public  assistance  as  an  effect  of  the  under-privilef;ed  position 
of  the  negro.    It  v/as  found  that  miners  were  oji  occupational  eroup  that  had 
e  disproportionate  nuriber  of  their  mer.bers  on  the  relief  rolls,  a  fact  that 
ria1-:os  part  cf  the  solution  of  the  State's  problem  of  public  aid  dependent  on 
the  rehabilitation  of  strichen  areas  of  Pennsylvania's  economy.    Broken  fami- 
lies, physical  handicaps,  lack  of  occupationcvl  experience,  and  other  causes, 
are  all  revealed  as  contributing  factors  that  help  strell  the  total  in  need 
of  aid. 

Although  it  might  be  possible  to  set  up  a  scheme  of  classification 
that  would,  in  this  fashion,  account  for  everyone  on  relief  rolls,  its  value 
vroulc'  be  questionable,  since  it  could  obscure  the  general  relationships  that 
are  necessary  to  an  uncerstanding  of  the  total  relief  problem.    Suc?i  a  cate- 
gorical approach  is  useful  as  a  guicJe  in  the  rehabilitation  or  the  care  of 
special  groups,  but  becomes  dangerous  if,  in  the  concern  for  this  or  that 
special  area  of  need,  the  magnitude  and  character  of  the  entire  assistance 
population  e.nd  the  basic  reasons  for  its  existence  are  forgotten. 

In  Table  105,  a  few  of  the  groups  that  have  more  or  less  well-defined 
problems  h^ve  been  selected,  not  because  they  are  the  only  ones,  or  necessari- 
ly the  ir»st  important,  but  rather  because  they  do  represent  groups  that  Trill 
tend  to  have  special  difficulty  in  becoming  self-supporting.    The  proportion 
they  forri  of  the  relief  population  is,  for  this  reason,  a  rough  indication  of 
the  permanence  of  the  problem.    For  example,  the  unemployable  aged,  the  phjrs- 
ically  handicapped  betvreen  the  ages  of  16  and  C4,  and  broken  families  of 
mothers  vrith  their  dependent  children,  account  for  70  per  cent  of  the  Poor 
Relief  population.    Over  15  per  cent  of  the  male  population  dependent  on  the 
Federal  T'orks  Program  is  made  up  of  men  past  45,  v/ho  are  either  imemployed 
or  are  employed  on  the  Vforks  Program,  a  group  that  is  going  to  experience 
great  difficulty  in  again  finding  employment  if  industry  continues  to  insist 
on  employing  younger  wrkers.    Another  5  per  cent  of  the  males  in  security- 
vfage  cases  and  3  per  cent  of  the  males  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief 
are  over  18,  but  have  not  had  any  jobsexcept  those  provided  by  the  Government 
itself  through  work  relief.    Four  per  cent  of  the  female  Poor  Relief  popula- 
tion are  v/omen  living  a"lone  who  are  past  the  age  when  either   employment  op- 
portunities or  chances  of  marriage  are  very  great,  but  wno  may  still  have 
many  years  to  live  before  they  would  be  classed  as  "old." 

Vfidows  and  separated  mothers,  with  their  children  under  16,  and  per- 
sons 65  years  olc  or  over,  are  two  groups  that  have  come  to  be  recognized  as 
well-defined  categories  of  the  needy.    They,  together  with  blind  persons, have 
been  specifically  provided  for  in  State  and  Federal  legislation.    In  view  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act,  these  groups  assure  special 
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importance,  since,  by  fully  participating  in  the  benefits  made  available  by 
the  Federal  Government,  the  COTnnonvroalth  can  obtain  financial  help  for  at 
least  a  part  of  its  assistance  load.    Dependent  children  under  the  age  of  16 
T;ho  have  been  separated  from  the  father,  but  who  are  still  living  with  the 
mother,  form  a  very  larr.e  special  problem  group.    Together  vrlth  their  mothers, 
they  comprise  7  per  cent  of  the  persons  dependent  on  TiTA,  15  per  cent  of  those 
receiving  direct  unemployment  relief,  and  31  per  cent  of  the  Outdoor  Poor  Re- 
lief population.    Unemployable  persons  over  the  age  of  64  account  for  an  addi- 
tional 2  per  cent  of  the  V/orks  Program  population,  4  per  cent  of  persons  in 
direct  relief  cases,  and  27  per  cent  of  those  receiving  Poor  Relief. 

The  Aged.    Changed  economic  conditions,  or  measures  calculated  to  re- 
habilitate groups  within  the  relief  population,  would  unquestionably  make 
possible  the  return  of  many  persons  to  self-support.    Aged  persons  on  relief, 
however,  must  be  looked  upon  as  being  a  group  that  will  not,  in  large  nxiribers, 
find  reemployment  or  self-maintenance  possible.    Unless  they  happen  to  be 
members  of  cases  in  which  the  chief  v/age  earner's  income  becomes  sufficiently 
large  to  support  elderly  relatives  in  addition  to  the  immediate  family,  the 
State  must  be  prepared  to  provide  assistance.    Federal  Old  Age  Benefits  will, 
it  is  hoped,  ultimately  enable  a  substantial  number  of  elderly  workers  to 
avoid  application  for  public  aid  by  providing  for  old  age  on  an  insurance 
basis,  but 'a  number  of  years  must  elapse  before  this  measure  reaches  its  max- 
imum effectiveness,  and,  even  then,  the  large  nvunber  of  persons  excluded  from 
coverage  iTill  leave  the  dependency  of  old  age  a  continuing  problem  of  the 
Government. 

Definition  again  becomes  a  matter  of  practical  importance.    At  what 
point  is  a  person  "old"?    Should  the  deadline  be  placed  at  70  years,  as  is 
true  under  the  present  State  Assistance  Act;  at  65,  as  indicated  under  many 
pension  schemes  and  under  the  Social  Security  Act,  or  at  some  earlier  age 
perliaps  more  consistent  with  the  actual  attitude  of  industry?    No  choice  will 
be  completely  satisfactory,  since  some  persons  reach  their  periods  of  great- 
est social  usefulness  at  ages  ivhich  mean  unemployability  for  other  persons. 
An  athlete,  for  example,  may  be  too  old  to  follow  his  profession  at  30,  while 
a  physician  may  be  able  to  handle  his  job  effectively  at  70.    The  choice  of 
55  years  for  this  discussion  is  made  solely  because  it  is  the  limit  legally 
recognized  in  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act.    It  should  be  again  pointed 
out  that,  in  the  sample  of  relief  persons  studied,  a  number  of  persons  over 
65  were  still  actively  on  the  labor  market,  v.'hile  other  persons  \mder  65  felt 
that  their  age  vras  a  definite  bar  to  their  erqjloyment. 
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Table  106.  -  Cumulative  Age  Distribution  of  Persons 
Receiving  Relief,  Sixty-five  Years  of  Ace  and 
Over;  by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  and  Sex 
r^y  31,  1936  a/ 


AGE 


OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF 


DIRi:CT  inTElIPIOYIElIT 
RELIEF 


FEDERAL  V;ORK 
PROGRAIvl 


Both 

Sexes    Male  Female 


Total 

persons  in 
sample 
sixty- five 

and  over       1,521  715 


65  or 
56  or 

67  or 

68  or 

69  or 

70  or 

71  or 

72  or 

73  or 

74  or 

75  or 

76  or 

77  or 

78  or 

79  or 

80  or 


over 
over 
over 
over 
over 
over 
over 
over 
over 
over 
over 
over 
over 
over 
over 
over 


100.0 
93.9 
86.1 
79.3 
72.7 
64.6 
56.0 
47,8 
41.1 
34.4 
29,3 
24.9 
21.1 
17.0 
13.6 
11.2 


100.0 
95,0 
88,1 
82.4 
76.5 
68,9 
60.1 
51.8 
45.4 
37.7 
31.1 
26.1 
21.6 
17.0 
13.2 
10.4 


806 


100,0 
92.9 
84.3 
76.6 
69.3 

60. e 

52.2 
44.1 
37.2 
31.4 
27.7 
23.9 
20.7 
17.0 
13.9 
11.9 


Both 

S6X6S 

Both 
Ssx0S 

Wale 

Fejnale 

2,703 

1,464 

1,239 

2,407 

1,342 

1,065 

PERSONS 

SIXTY- 

■FIVE  YEARS 

OLD  OR 

OVETl 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

87.2 

87.7 

86.4 

84.1 

81,7 

87,0 

76.2 

75.9 

76,3 

72.0 

68,9 

75,8 

66.5 

64.5 

60,6 

61.1 

57,0 

66,2 

57.2 

55.0 

59.6 

51.9 

46,5 

58.7 

49.2 

46.3 

52.4 

43.4 

37.1 

51.4 

39.7 

37.9 

41.6 

36.0 

29.5 

44.3 

33.5 

31.6 

35.5 

30.1 

23.5 

38.6 

26.6 

24.5 

28.9 

25.7 

19.9 

33.2 

22.0 

19.4 

24.9 

22.5 

16.9 

29.7 

17.7 

15,2 

20.5 

19.4 

13.9 

26.5 

14,2 

12,5 

16.1 

16.2 

11.4 

22.4 

11,2 

10,2 

12.3 

13.2 

9.5 

18.1 

9,0 

7,7 

10.4 

10.8 

7.7 

14.8 

7,3 

5,9 

8.9 

9.4 

6.3 

13.4 

5.7 

4,2 

7.4 

8.0 

5.3 

11.6 

r7    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  'July  31,  1936. 


About  69  per  cent  of  the  Poor  Relief  males  in  the  "sixty- five  and  over 
class  Trere  70  years  or  more  of  age,  as  compared  with  46  and  37  per  cent,  re- 
spectively, of  the  corresponding  classes  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief, 
or  aid  fron  the  Federal  V/orks  Program  (See  Table  106).    Thirty-One  per  cent  of 
these  older  men  in  the  Poor  Relief  population,  15  per  cent  of  the  males  65 
and  over  receiving  Direct  UnemployiMnt  Relief,  and  14  per  cent  of  the  males 
65  and  over  in  VrPA  cases  reported  ages  of  75  years  or  more,  while  10,  4,  and 
5  per  cent,  respectively,  had  passed  80  years.    The  members  of  the  poor  re- 
lief p-roup  vrere  consistently  older  than  those  dependent  on  unemploynent  re- 
lief." Although  the  V/orks  Program  males  over  64  had  a  greater  proportion  of 
their  numbers  past  80  than  was  true  of  those  receiving  Direct  Unemployment 
Relief,  they  also  had  greater  proportions  between  65  and  69,  vdth  the  result 
that  they  tended  to  be  a  soraevfhat  younger  group. 

The  vromen  over  64  receiving  unemployment  relisf  were  older  than  the 
men,  while  the  reverse  was  true  of  the  women  past  64  receiving  Poor  Relief. 
Half  of  the  former  and  three-fifths  of  the  latter  group  were  70  or  over.  Over 
26  per  cent  of  the  older  vromen  in  vrPA  cases  v/ere  75  or  over,  and  more  than  11 
per  cent  had  passed  their  eightieth  birthday,  while  the  corresponding  group 
receivin-  direct  relief  shoYred  20  per  cent  past  74  and  8  per  cent  80  or  over. 
The  aged"women  receiving  Poor  Relief  had  28  per  cent  and  12  per  cent,  respect- 
ivel-/,  of  their  number  75  and  over,  and  80  and  over. 
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Table  107.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief,  Sixty-five 
Years  of  Age  and  Over;  by  Agency 
Providing  Aid,  Sex,  and  Marital  Status 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


DIRECT  UrajUPLOYTffiNT  FEDERAL  WORKS 

I/jmiTAL         OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF  RELIEF  PROGRAI'l 

STATUS  Both  B^th   Both  ^  

 Sexes    Male    Female  Sexes    Male    Female  Sexes    Male  Feinale 

Total  persons  ~~      ~  ~  " — ' 

in  sample 
sixty- five 

and  over        1,521      715        806  2,703    1.464    1,239  2,407  1,342  1,065 

PER  CEIIT  OF  ALL  PSPuSOMS  SIXTY-FIVE  YEARS  OLD  OR  OVER 

Total             100.0    100.0    100.0  100.0    100.0    100.0  100.0    100.0  100.0 

Married        39.1      48.8      30.4  46.3      54,0      36.8  52.6      64.6  37.5 

Single         12.5      15.5        9.8  10.5      12,7        8.1  6.7        8.3        4  5 

Widowed        44,5      30.1      57.3  37.9      20.0      51.9  37.9      24.4  55*0 

Other             3.9        5.G        2.5  5.2        6.7        3.4  2.8        2.7  3.*0 


fi/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


O^^J-  half  of  the  women,  and  over  one-quarter  of  the  men  past  the  are 
of  64  were  widowed  (See  Table  107),  a  difference  due  largely  to  the  fact  that 
vrtves,  being  generally  somewhat  younger,  tend  often  to  outlive  their  husbands. 
This  IS  evident  also  in  the  proportions  married.    Forty-nine  ner  cent  of  the 
ren^ri^!        Poor  Relief  cases,  55  per  cent  of  those  in  Direct  Unemployment 
Pelief  cases,  and  65  per  cent  of  those  dependent  on  the  Works  Program,  were 
mrried.  as  compared  with  30.  37,  and  38  per  cent,  respectively,  of  the  a^-ed 
women  dependent  on  the  relief  rolls  of  the  three  agencies  studied.    From  8  to 
rtXJr.  *he jnales,  and  from  4  to  10  per  cent  of  the  females  were  single, 

tllZ  high  percentages  for  a  group  as  old  as  this,  but  percentages  that  point 
to  the  relative  insecurity  of  those  who  have  reached  advanced  years  and  have 
no  families  on  which  they  can  depend. 


Table  108.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief,  Sixty-five 
Years  of  Age  and  Over;  by  Agency 
Providing  Aid,  Sex.  and  Race 
Ivlay  31,  1936  a/ 


RACE 


OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF 


DIRECT  UlffiMPLCYLEKT 
RELIEF 


FEDERAL  WOIiKS 


Both 

Sexes  ^^ale 

Both 

Female        Sexes  "ale 

Female 

Both 
Sexes 

Male 

Female 

Total  persons 
in  sample 
sixty- five 

and  over       1,521  715 

806         2,703  1,464 

1,239 

2.407 

1,342 

1,065 

PER  CEOT  OF  ALL  PERSONS  SIXTY-FIVE 

YEARS  OLD 

OR  OVER 

Total 

100,0  100,0 

100.0       100,0  100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100,0 

IVhite 
Colored 

94,9  t'SS.O 
5.1  5.0 

94.9          89.5  90.4 
5.1         10.5  9.5 

88.5 
11.5 

93.0 
7,0 

92,9 
7.1 

93.1 
6.9 

a/  Uutdoor 

Poor  Keller, 

July  31,  1935. 
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The  aged  relief  population  included  a  smaller  proportion  of  colored 
persons  than  was  reported  for  the  younger  age  groups,  and  amounted  to  only 
about  5  per  cent  of  the  males  and  females  over  64  years  of  age  receiving 
Poor  Relief,  and  about  7  per  cent  of  the  aged  group  in  VTPA  cases  (See  Table 
108).    There  were,  however,  a  relatively  greater  ntanber  of  negroes  among  the 
persons  65  smd  over  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  (10  per  cent)  which 
was  consistent  vri-th  the  greater  proportions  of  negroes  among  all  persons  de- 
pendent on  direct  relief.    Negro  males,  for  exajnple,  formed  over  13  per  cent 
of  all  males  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief;  negro  females  formed  17 
per  cent  of  all  females,  so  that  the  10  and  12  per  cent,  respectively,  of  the 
males  and  females  over  64  years  is  really  an  under-representation  of  negroes 
among  the  aged. 

Table  109.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief  Sixty-five 
Years  of  Age  or  Over;  by  Agency 
Providing  Aid,  by  Sex,  by  Nativity,  and  by  Citizenship 
Hay  31,  1936  a/ 


NATIVITY 

DIRECT  UNEKPLOYISIIT 

FEDERAL  V70R]CS 

AND 

OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF 

RELIEF 

PROGRAJ^ 

CITIZElISniP 

Both 

Both 

Both 

Sexes    I,!ale  Female 

Sexes    J'ale  Female 

Sexes    I'ale  Female 

Total 

persons  in 

sample 

sixty- five 

years  old 

or  over 

1,521      715  806 

2,703    1,464  1,239 

2,407    1,342  1,065 

PER  CECT  OF  ALL  PERSONS  SIXTY-FIVE  YEARS  OLD 

OR  OVER 

Total 

100.0    100.0  100.0 

100.0    100.0  100.0 

100.0    100.0  100,0 

Native             71.2  69.2  73.0  60.6  58.8  62.6  69.3  69.6  69.0 

Foreign  born  28.8  30.8  27.0  39.4  41.2  37.4  30.7  30.4  31.0 

Citizens      15.3  17.4  13.5  19.6  21.6  17.5  17,0  17.2  16,5 

Non- 
Citizens    13.fa  13.4  13,5  19.8  19.6  19.9  13.7  13.2  14.5 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 

A  large  proportion  of  the  aged  on  relief  are  of  foreign  birth,  the 
percentage  ranging  from  29  per  cent  of  the  aged  receiving  Poor  Relief  to  39 
per  cent  of  those  65  or  over  on  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  rolls  (See  Table 
109).    The  majority  of  this  foreign  born  group,  however,  had  been  naturalized, 
leaving  as  aliens  only  about  14  per  cent  of  those  65  and  over  on  V/orks  Program 
and  Poor  Relief  rolls,  and  20  per  cent  of  the  aged  receiving  Direct  Unemploy- 
ment Relief. 

A  greater  proportion  of  the  males  receiving  direct  relief  or  poor  re- 
lief were  of  foreign  birth,  while  the  reverse  vreis  noted  for  the  aged  in  Works 
Program  cases.    The  males  and  females,  hovrever,  showed  approximately  the  same 
proportions  of  aliens.    This,  of  course,  means  that  a  relatively  smaller  nunw 
ber  of  the  aged  female  foreign-bom  had  become  citizens,  a  fact  that  is  not 
surprising  in  vieiv  of  the  chenges  in  the  laws  governing  citizenship.  Since 
both  the  practical  need  for  citizenship  and  the  opportunities  of  easily  ac- 
quiring the  language  and  the  necessary  knovrledge  have  generally  been  greater 
for  the  male  wage-earner  than  for  his  wife,  and  since  the  citizenship  of  the 
wife  no  longer  follows  that  of  the  husband,  some  differences  were  to  b©  ex- 
pected. 
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Table  110.  -  Foreien  Born  Persons  Receiving  Relief 
Sixty- five  etnd  Over;  by  Sex,  and  Year  of  Arrival 
in  the  United  States 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


YEAE  OF  ARRIVAL 


IK  THE  Both 


]!.ai© 

Female 

Total  foreign  bom 

in  sample  sixty-five 

years  old  and  over 

2,250 

1,238 

1,012 

PER  CEOT 

OF  FOREIGN  BORl^ 

SIXTY-FITO  AND  OVER 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Prior  to  1670 

4.9 

3.9 

6.2 

1870  -  1879 

5.7 

4.7 

6.7 

1880  -  1689 

27. e 

27.9 

27.2 

1890  -  1899 

25.2 

26.7 

23.5 

1900  -  1909 

24. C 

26.5 

22.3 

1910  -  1919 

8.7 

8.2 

9.1 

Since  1919 

3,3 

2.1 

5.0 

a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


The  date  of  arrival  of  these  elderly  foreign-bom  reflects  two  things: 
first,  the  age  of  the  group;  secondly,  the  decrease  in  immigration  since  the 
Tforld  War.    90  per  cent  of  the  inales  and  86  per  cent  of  the  females  arrived 
in  the  years  prior  to  1910,  and  60  per  cent  of  the  males  and  females  arrived 
prior  to  1900.    About  one-quarter  of  the  group  had  arrived  in  the  eighties, 
another  quarter  in  the  following  decade,  and  a  third  quarter  betvreen  ISOO  and 
1909;  the  balance  had  arrived  either  before  1870  or  since  1919. 

The  Aged  on  Relief  and  the  Laws  Governing  Old  Age  Assistance.  Special 
legislative  provisions  for  Pennsylvania's  needy  aged  have  been  in  force  but  a 
few  years,  the  first  such  measure  having  been  adopted  during  the  session  of 
the  general  assembly  of  1923,  after  many  years  of  effort  directed  at  reform 
of  the  State's  Poor  Laws.    This  law,  however,  had  but  a  short  life,  being  de- 
clared unconstitutional  one  year  later  by  the  Dauphin  County  Court  in  the 
case  of  Busser  versus  Snyder,  a  decision  upheld  the  following  year  by  the 
Pennsylvania  State  Supreme  Court. 

After  the  reversal,  the  advocates  of  special  provision  for  the  aged 
turned  their  energies  towards  constitutional  ch8.nge,  but  this  did  not  prove 
effective  and  a  new  Old  Age  Assistance  Act  was  passed  in  1934.    This  Act  con^ 
tinued  in  force  \intil  1936,  when  an  extraordinary  session  of  the  Legislature 
liberalized  assistance  to  the  aged  by  extending  eligibility  to  all  needy  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States,  70  years  of  age  or  more,  who  had  lived  in  the  State 
for  five  years  oxrt  of  the  past  nine.    This  broadening  was  necessary  to  make 
Pennsylvania  eligible  for  help  under  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act,  since 
the  1934  legislation  required  a  fifteen-year  period  of  both  citizenship  and 
residence.  J/ 


l/    V7ith  an  alternative  residence  provision  of  five  years  imnediately  pre- 
~     ceding  application,  if  the  applicant  had  a  residence  history  in  Pennsyl- 
vania of  forty  years  or  more. 
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Even  the  revised  lav;,  hoT/ever,  retained  a  number  of  provisions  de- 
signed to  limit  cere  to  the  "worthy"  aj-ed,  judged  by  such  standards  as  free- 
dom fror.  vagrancy  or  begging,  for  example. 

The  Public  Assistance  Act  of  1937  represented  the  next  broedening  of 
Old  Age  Assistance.    '.Thile  the  age  limit  remained  at  70  years,  2/  citizenship 
requirements  and  special  clauses  on  deserting  husbands,  tramps,  or  beggars, 
etc.,  were  dropped.    As  defined  in  this  Act,  a  needy  aged  person  is  one: 

.  .  .  who  is  seventy  years  of  age  or  more,  or  who, 
after  December  thirty- first,  one  thousand  nine  hundred 
thirty-nine,  is  sixty- five  years  of  age  or  more;  re- 
sides in  this  Commonwealth  and  has  so  resided  t>ierein 
for  five  years  during  the  nine  years  immediately  pre- 
ceding the  date  of  making  application  for  assistance 
and  has  so  resided  continuously  for  one  year  immedi- 
ately preceding  the  date  of  such  application;  is  not 
at  the  time  of  receiving  assistance  an  inmate  of  a 
public  institution;  and  has  not  conveyed  or  trans- 
ferred his  real  or  personal  property  of  the  value  of 
five  hundred  dollars  (C500.00)  or  upv/ards  without 
fair  consideration  within  two  years  preceding  the 
date  of  making  such  application."     (Page  10,  Senate 
Bill  No.  883,  Printer's  r.o.  880) 

This  liberalization,  however,  as  pointed  out,  still  leaves  the  indigent 
aged  person  from  65  to  69  either  to  fend  for  himself  until  1940  or  to  seek  aid 
in  the  form  of  unemployment  or  poor  relief. 

Since  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act  is  phrased  so  as  to  permit  prac- 
tically any  degree  of  liberalization  beyond  a  well-defined  minimiim,  full  par- 
ticipation would  mean  that  the  Federal  Government  would  match  dollar  for  dol- 
lar all  grants  that  do  not  exceed  thirty  dollars  per  month  for  all  aged  per- 
sons over  64  who  are  in  need.    All  aged  persons  whose  need  was  great  enough 
to  necessitate  poor  relief  or  unemployment  relief  were,  presumably,  eligible 
for  aid  under  this  broad  interpretation. 


1^   With  a  provision  that  it  be  reduced  to  sixty-five  years  of  age  in  1940. 
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Table  111.  -  Persons  Sixty-five  Years  Old  and  Over 
Receiving  Relief;  by  Agency  Providin;;;  Aid, 
and  Eligibility  for  Old  Age  Assistance 
Under  Grades  of  Extension  of  State 
Old  Age  Assistance  Lav/,  and  Under 
"aximum  Provisions  of  Federal 
Social  Security  Act 
r^y  31,  1936  a/ 


GRADES  OF  EXTENSION  Outdoor  Direct  Federal 

OF  Three  Poor  Uneinployment  ?.'orks 

OLD  AGE  ASSISTA>^CE  LAW  Agencies       Relief  Relief  Program 


Total  persons  in  sample 
sixty-five  years  old 
or  over 


6, Sol  1,521  2,703 

PER  CEOT  OF  PERSONS  SIXTY-FI\'E  YEAF^  OLD  OR  OVER 


2,407 


Eligible  under 
Fonner  Pennsylvania 

Old  Age  Assistance  Act  39.8  52.0  36.1  35.9 

Eligible  under  provisions 
of  Public  Assistance  Act 

of  General  Session  of  1937  48.8  61,7  47. S  42.1 


Eligible  if  age  limit 
had  been  sixty- five  years 

rather  than  seventy  years  b/       98.7  97,9  99.1  98.8 

Eligible  under  maximum 
provisions  of  Social 

Security  Act  100,0  100.0  100.0  100.0 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936, 
^   Assuming  that  other  provisions  of  the  Public  Assistance  Act  of  1937  had 
been  in  force. 


Had  the  residence  and  citizenship  provisions  of  the  Public  Assistance 
Act  been  in  force  ftt  the  time  this  study  ims  undertaken,  approximately  half 
of  those  65  or  over  might  have  received  Old  Age  Assistance,  while,  if  the  same 
liberalization  had  also  been  applied  to  the  group  from  65  to  69,  all  but  about 
one  per  cent  of  the  aged  persons  included  in  this  study  vrould  have  been  eli- 
gible (See  Table  111).    Lowering  the  age  limit  would  thus  have  practically 
doubled  the  number  of  potential  eligibles. 
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Under  the  former  Old  Age  Assistance  Law,Jy  half  of  those  65  or  over 
on  poor  relief  rolls,  and  3G  per  cent  of  the  sane  group  receiving  imemploy- 
ment  relief  were  potential  recipients  of  categorical  aid.    The  difference  be- 
trreen  the  proportions  eligible  under  the  old  law,  and  the  proportions  eligible 
under  the  Public  Assistance  Act,  was  duo  to  the  addition  of  non-citizens, 
while  the  difference  betvreen  the  proportion  eligible  under  the  Public  Assis- 
tance Act  and  those  eligible  under  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act  was  due 
almost  entirely  to  the  difference  in  age  limits.    Thus,  80  per  cent  of  the 
group  70  years  old  and  over  on  Poor  Relief,  74  per  cent  of  t}iose  70  and  over 
receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  and  83  per  cent  of  those  70  or  over  in 
T.'orks  Program  cases,  were  eligible  under  the  former  Old  Age  Assistance  law, 
while,  Tn.th  the  citizenship  provisions  removed,  all  but  3.5  per  cent  of  those 
on  relief  70  or  over  trould  have  been  eligible. 


l/.  .....  Assistance  may  be  granted  under  this  act  only  to  an 

~  applicant  who : 

(a)  Has  attained  the  age  of  seventy  years,  or 
upwards,  or  who,  after  December  thirty- first, 
one  thousand  nine  hundred  and  thirty- nine,  at- 
tains the  age  of  sixty- fivo  years  or  upwards; 

(b)  Is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States; 

(o)    Resides  in  this  Coranonv/ealth,  and  (l)  has  so 
resided  therein  for  five  years  during  the 
nine  years  immediately  preceding  the  date  of 
making  application  for  assistance,  (2)  has  so 
resided  continuously  for  one  year  immediately 
preceding  the  date  of  making  application  for 
assistance,  and  (3)  has  a  legal  settlement  in 
this  Commonwealth.    Absence  in  the  service  of 
the  Commonwealth,  or  of  the  United  States, 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  interrupt  residence  in 
the  Commonwealth  if  a  domicile  has  not  been 
acquired  outside  the  Commonwealth; 

(d)    Is  not,  at  the  date  of  making  application,  an 
inmate  of  a  public  reform,  or  correctional  in- 
stitution or  public  mental  hospital; 

(a)    Has  not,  within  two  years  preceding  the  date 
of  application  for  assistance,  been  a  profes- 
sional tramp  or  beggar; 

(f)  Is  indigent  and  has  no  relative  responsible 
under  the  law  of  this  Commonwealth  and  finan- 
cially able  to  support  him  or  her; 

(g)  Shall  not  have  voluntarily  relinquished  or 
given  up  any  gainful  employment,  without  just 
cause,  within  six  months  preceding  the  date 
of  making  application  for  assistance; 

(h)  Shall  not  have  conveyed  or  transferred  his  or 
her  real  or  personal  property  of  the  value  of 
five  hundred  dollars  (|;500.00)  or  upwards,  with- 
out fair  consideration,  within  two  years  preced- 
ing the  date  of  making  application  for  assistance, 
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Table  112.  -  Persons  Seventy  Years  of  Age  and  Over 
Receiving  Relief;  by  Agency  Providing  Aid 
and  Status  in  Relationship  to  Former 
Old  Age  Assistance  Act 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


status  in 
relatiomskip  to 
forjMer  old  age 
assista>;ce  act 


Three 
Agencies 


Outdoor 

Poor 
Relief 


Direct 
Unemployinent 
Relief 


Federal 
V/orks 
Program 


Kuniber  of  persons 
in  sample,  seventy 
years  or  ovor 


3,356 


982 


1,329 


PER  CEKT  OF  PERSONS  SEVENTY  YEARS  AIID  OVER 


Eligible  for  Assistance 
Receiving  aid 
On  waiting  list 
Not  an  applicant 


78. G 
6.9 
47.3 
24.4 


Ineligible  for  Assistance  21.4 
Ovttdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


80.6 
3.2 
60.7 
16.7 

19.4 


74.0 
7.8 
43.4 
22.6 

26.0 


1,045 


82.7 
9.3 
39.5 
33.9 

17.3 


A  small  number  of  the  aged  recipients  of  unemployment  or  poor  relief 
who  were  eligible  under  the  former  law  were  receiving  Old  Age  Assistance.  The 
procedure  of  the  State  Emergency  Relief  Administration,  for  example,  was  to 
permit  the  inclusion  of  the  eligible  person  in  the  case,  considering  his  or 
her  assistance  grant  in  the  computation  of  the  budget.    It  is  probable,  how- 
ever, that  this  procedure  was  not  always  applied.    Only  about  7  per  cent  of 
the  group  70  or  over  included  in  relief  cases  were  receiving  Assistance.  The 
likelihood  is,  hoivever,  that,  while  many  recipients  of  Old  Age  Assistance 
vrere  not  members  of  relief  cases,  they  may  have  been  included  in  relief  house- 
holds. — — — 

An  additional  47  per  cent  of  those  70  and  over  were  eligible  for  assis- 
tance and  had  made  application,  but  were  still  on  the  waiting  list  when  the 
study  was  made.    Since  that  time,  the  clearance  of  assistance  waiting  lists 
has  undoubtedly  removed  this  group  from  relief  rolls,  but  on  April  6,  1936, 
about  two  months  prior  to  this  study,  a  clearance  of  "waiting  list"  oases  re- 
vealed that  over  11,000  aged  persons  waiting  for  assistance  were  included  in 
unenqjloyment  relief  or  poor  relief  cases.    It  was  estimated  at  that  time  that 
about  |22,000  weekly  was  being  expended  in  relief  grants  for  the  maintenance 
of  this  group._l/ 


l/    "An  Analysis  of  the  Cases  that  were  on  the  Lists  of  Mothers  Assistance 
Boards  T/aitinf  for  Old  Age  Assistance,  Mothers'  Assistance,  or  Blind 
Pensions,  April  6,  1936,"    on  file  vd.th  the  Pennsylvania  Committee  on 
Public  Assistance  and  Relief. 
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Children  xxnder  Sixteen  Years  and  Their  Family  Status.    It  v/ill  be  re- 
called that  the  large  proportion  of  persons  under  IC  years  of  a-e  vr&s  an  i::^- 
portant  characteristic  of  the  relief  population.    These  children  formed  about 
38  per  cent  of  the  persons  receiving  relief,  and  vrere  present  in  over  one- 
quarter  of  the  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  cases,  half  of  the  Direct  Unemplo;.Trient  Re- 
lief cases,  and  close  to  three-fifths  of  the  cases  dependent  on  V/orks  Program 
security  wages.    While  most  of  the  younger  relief  recipients  are  part  of  nor- 
mal family  groups  and  v.dll  leave  relief  rolls  as  soon  as  the  father  obtains 
regular  employment,  a  surprising  proportion  of  thorn  are  members  of  relief 
cases  from  v/hich  one  or  both  parents  liave  been  separated.    This  separation 
may  have  been  the  result  of  death,  marital  difficulties,  imprisonment,  or 
confinement  to  an  institution,  but,  regardless  of  the  reason,  the  effect  in 
most  instances  is  to  leave  one  parent,  usually  the  mother,  rrith  the  dual  prob- 
lem of  earning  a  living  and  raising  a  family. 


Table  113.  -  Children  Under  Sixteen  Receiving 
Relief;  by  Agency  Providing  Aid  and 
Status  of  Parents 
May  31,  193G  a/ 


STATUS  OF 
PAREIITS 


Three         Outdoor  Direct  Federal 

Agencies  Poor  Relief  Unemployment  Relief  Works  Program 


Children  under  16 
in  sample 

58,123 

1,862 

23,271 

32,990 

PER  CENT 

OF  PERSONS 

UNDER  SIXTEEN 

YEAP.S  OF  AGE 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Living  with  both 

parents 

Father  not  disabled 
Father  disabled 

76.8 
2.9 

23.4 
8.1 

70.2 
4.5 

84.5 
1.5 

Living  with  mother, 
father  absent 

Death  or  insanity 

Divorce 

Separation  or 

desertion 

Other  reasons 

6.8 
0.7 

6.7 
1.5 

33.4 
1.1 

22.3 
7.2 

8.3 
0.8 

9.7 
2.1 

4.3 
0.6 

3.6 
0.8 

Living  with  father, 
mother  absent 

2.8 

1.1 

2.5 

3.1 

Living  with  closely 
related  persons  other 
than  parents 

1.3 

3.3 

l.S 

1.5 

Living  with  unrelated 
or  distantly  related 
persons 

0.2 

-b/ 

0.2 

0.1 

a/  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
b/    Less  than  .05  per  cent. 


Almost  one-quarter  of  all  the  children  under  16  receiving  relief  were 
members  of  family  groups  that  vrere  either  broken  by  the  absence  of  one  or  both 
parents  or,  if  unbroken,  included  a  father  Tjho  v,-as  incapacitated  (See  Table 
113).    There  were,  however,  differences  among  the  caseloads  of  the  three 
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agencies  in  this  respect,  children  in  V.orks  Program  or  Direct  Unemployment  Re- 
li'jf  cases  tending  to  shov;  the  greater  proportion  of  their  numbers  in  normal 
family  rroups,  while  the  majority  of  children  receiving  Poor  Relief  had  teen 
deprived  of  the  care  of  either  one  or  Iwth  of  their  parents.     85  per  cent  of 
the  children  under  16  T/ho  vrere  members  of  V.TA  cases,  and  70  per  cent  of  the 
direct  relief  children  of  the  same  age  vrere  living  vrithin  unbroken  family 
groups  headed  by  fathers  who  v/ere  not  handicapped.    Of  the  children  in  Poor 
Relief  oases,  however,  only  23  per  cent,  less  than  one-quarter,  could  be  thus 
classified. 

Death  or  insanity  of  the  father  was  responsible  for  breaking  the  fami- 
lies of  one- third  of  the  children  on  Poor  Relief  rolls,  of  8  per  cent  of  the 
children  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  and  of  4  per  cent  of  children 
trho  were  members  of  Works  Program  cases.    It  is  such  groups  of  children,  to- 
gether vdth  their  mothers,  that,  vri.th  the  aged,  in  years  past  have  been  the 
major  concern  of  religious  charity,  private  philanthropy,  and,  later,  the 
categorical  assistance  agencies  of  the  State,    Desertions,  separation,  and 
divorces,  however,  can  also  leave  families  just  as  helpless,  as  is  evidenced 
by  the  fact  that  as  great  a  number  of  the  children  in  T/PA  cases  (4  per  cent) 
and  a  relatively  greater  nuniber  of  the  children  receiving  Direct  Unemployment 
Relief  (almost  11  per  cent)  ■were  fatherless  for  these  reasons.    Such  broken 
unions  had  also  removed  the  father  from  the  cases  of  over  23  per  cent  of  the 
children  under  16  years  of  age  receiving  Poor  Relief. 

Another  group  of  children  living  with  their  mothers  in  families  broken 
for  less  connnon  reasons,  formed  a  small  but  none  the  less  important  fraction 
of  the  total.    Grouped  together  in  a  class  labeled  "Father  absent  for  other 
reasons,"  they  represent  illegitimate  children,  end  children  whose  fathers 
have  been  imprisoned  or  are  confined  in  other  institutions,  such  as  tubercu- 
losis sanitoria  or  other  hospitals.    Ttto  per  cent  of  the  Direct  Unemployment 
Relief  children  under  16,  and  7  per  cent  of  those  on  Poor  Relief  rolls,  were 
included  in  this  group. 

Although  the  usual  pattern  of  those  broken  groups  was  that  of  mother 
and  children,  3  per  cent  of  the  children  receiving  relief  were  living  vrith 
the  father  but  had,  by  reason  of  death,  desertion,  or  some  other  cause,  lost 
the  mother,  while  almost  2  per  cent  were  without  either  parent  and  vrere  liv- 
ing with  other  relatives  or  with  friends. 

Finally,  3  per  cent  were  living  with  both  parents,  but  could  not  depend 
on  the  father  for  support  because  of  his  disability. 

To  siinmarize:    four- fifths  of  the  children  under  16  receiving  relief 
were  living  Trith  both  parents,  while  about  one-fifth  vrere,  because  of  the  ab- 
sence of  mother,  father,  or  both  parents,  left  vri-thout  the  full  opportunity 
for  family  life.    The  four-fifths,  hovrever,  includes  a  few  children  Tjrfiose 
father  had  been  disabled,  so  that  only  77  per  cent  vrere  members  of  family 
groups  that  had  retained  the  pattern  which  is  usually  accepted  as  normal. 
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Table  114.  -  Children  Under  Sixteen  Years  of  A^e 
Keoeiving  Poor  F.elief  by  Family  Status  and  Total 
Number  of  Children  Under  Sixteen  in  Case 
July  31,  1936 


KU13BEP.  OF 

CHILDREN  UNDER  TAiaLY  STATUS 


SIXTEEN  YEARS 

Total  Children 

Living  with 

OF  AGE  IN 

Under  Sixteen 

Living  with 

Mother 

CASE 

Years  of  Age 

Both  Parents 

Father  Absent 

Other 

Nunibcr  of  children 

m  ssjnple 

1,862 

587 

1,192 

PER  CENT  OF  CHILDREN  UNDER  SIXTEEN 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

One  child 

9.8 

8.0 

8.8 

Two  children 

16.2 

16.4 

15.3 

Three  children 

22.9 

14.6 

27.4 

Fo\ir  children 

16.3 

12.9 

17,7 

Five  children 

13.9 

11.9 

15.9 

Six  children 

11.9 

17.4 

10.1 

Over  six  children 

9.0 

18.8 

4.8 

a/    Percentages  not  computed  for  groups  containing  fewer  than  100  persons . 


Reference  to  Chapter  II,  in  which  relief  cases  were  discussed,  will 
show  that,  for  relief  cases  including  children,  the  greatest  proportion  in- 
cluded only  one  child,  a  slightly  smaller  percentage  included  two  children, 
end  so  on.    Although  the  distribution  of  the  oases  shows  the  average  case  as 
containing  fev;  children,  the  majority  of  the  children  were  in  the  larger 
cases  (See  Table  114). 

Less  than  10  per  cent  of  the  children  under  16  receiving  poor  relief 
v.'ere  members  of  cases  containing  only  one  child,  while  16  per  cent  were  in 
cases  that  included  two  children,  23  per  cent  in  cases  including  three  chil- 
dren, and  over  half  in  cases  that  had  four  or  more  members  under  16.  Even 
the  broken  families  tended  to  be  large;  over  30  per  cent  of  the  children  liv- 
ing in  households  from  which  the  father  was  absent  were  members  of  cases  in- 
cluding five  or  more  children,  ■wrtiile  less  than  one-quarter  were  members  of 
cases  including  but  one  or  two  children. 
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Table  115.  -  Children  Tinder  Sixteen  Years  of  Age 
Receiving  Direct  Unenploynent  Relief; 
by  Family  Status  and  Total  Number  of 
Children  Under  Sixteen  in  Case 
May  31,  1936 


NiniTBER  OF 
CKILDREK  UlIDER 
SIXTEEN  YEARS 
OF  AGS  IN  CASE 


Total 
Children 

Under 
Sixteen 

Years 

of  Age 


Living 

with 

Both 
Parents 


FAIULY  STATUS 

Living 


Living 

with 
Mother, 

Father 
Absent 


vdth 
Father, 
Mother 
Absent 


Living 
with 
persons 
Other 
than 
Parents 


Number  of  children 

in  sample 

23,271 

17,401 

4,860 

592 

418 

PER  CENT  OF 

CPIILDPIIN  UNDER 

SIXTEEN 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

One  child 

11.7 

8.9 

18.8 

15.7 

40.9 

Tvro  children 

17.4 

15.1 

24.5 

24.0 

24,2 

Three  children 

19.5 

19.1 

21.8 

18.4 

14.1 

Four  children 

16.4 

16.8 

15.7 

16.0 

10.3 

Five  children 

13.8 

15.0 

10.3 

15.0 

3.3 

Six  children 

9.6 

11.3 

4.5 

4.6 

3.3 

Seven  children 

6.1 

7.2 

2.8 

3.6 

1.9 

Over  seven  children 

5.4 

6.6 

1.6 

2.7 

1.9 

About  8  per  cent  of  the  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  cases  included 
five  or  more  children  under  16  years  of  age  (Chapter  II,  Table  33).  Such 
cases,  hovrever,  accounted  for  approximately  35  per  cent  of  the  children. 
Over  50  per  cent  of  the  ERA  children  under  16  years  of  age  were  in  cases 
including  four  or  m.ore  children,  and  over  70  per  cent  in  cases  including 
three  or  more  (See  Table  115). 

Although  a  relatively  greater  number  of  the  children  living  as  mem- 
bers of  unbroken  cases  v/ere  in  the  large  family  groups  (40  per  cent  in  cases 
including  five  or  more  children),  about  20  per  cent  of  the  children  in  fa- 
therless families  were  included  in  these  larger  cases.    On  the  whole,  how- 
ever, mothers  with  one,  two,  or  three  children  accounted  for  about  two-thirds 
of  this  class  of  children. 

One  point  needs  some  emphasis,  namely,  that  these  distributions  are 
by  the  total  number  of  children  \inder  16  in  the  case,  not  all  of  whom  may 
be  of  the  same  family  status.    This  is  especially  significant  for  the  broken 
homes  in  which  combinations  of  family  groups  occur.    Thus,  a  v/idow  with  two 
children  will  join  a  married  sister  and  her  husband  who,  likewise,  have  two 
children.    There  are  four  children  in  the  case,  but  only  two  are  living  vdth 
both  parents. 
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Table  116.  -  Children  Under  Sixteen  Years  of  A£;e 
Members  of  Cases  Dependent  on  the 
Federal  Works  Program 
by  Family  Status  and  Total  Kumber  of 
Children  Under  Sixteen  in  Case 
llay  31,  1936 


NUMBER  OF 
CEILDREl?  UIJDBR 
SIXTEEN  YEARS 
OF  AGE  IK  CASE 


Total 
Children 

Under 
Sixteen 

Years 

of  Age 


Living 

vri-th 

Both 
Parents 


FAMILY  STATUS 


Tiiving 
with 
"other. 
Father 
Absent 


Living 

with 
Father, 
Mother 
Absent 


Living 

with 
Persons 

Other 

Than 
Parents 


Number  of  children 

551 

in  sample 

32,990 

28,349 

3,056 

1,034 

PER  CENT  OF 

CHILHREII  UNDER 

SIXTEEN 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

One  child 

13.2 

11.4 

21.7 

19.0 

46.5 

Two  children 

20.1 

19.0 

28.1 

24.5 

26.3 

Three  children 

20.0 

19.7 

22.7 

23.0 

15.1 

Four  children 

17.1 

17.8 

13.6 

14.3 

4.7 

Five  children 

12.5 

13.2 

8.1 

9.1 

3.6 

Six  children 

8.5 

9.4 

2.5 

4.1 

2.2 

Seven  children 

5.0 

5.5 

2.0 

1.8 

1.1 

Over  seven  children 

3.6 

3.9 

1.1 

4.2 

0.5 

The  distribution  of  children  under  16  who  were  members  of  Works  Pro- 
gram cases  was  simlar  to  that  for  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  cases,  although 
larger  proportions  were  in  cases  containing  from  one  to  four  children,  and 
smaller  proportions  in  cases  containing  five  or  more  children  (See  Table  116), 
Almost  three-quarters  of  the  children  who  were  living  with  their  mothers  apart 
from  their  fathers,  and  about  two-thirds  of  the  children  who  were  living  with 
their  fathers  apart  from  their  mothers,  were  in  Works  Program  cases  including 
one,  two,  or  three  children  (See  Table  117), 
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Table  117.  -  Children  Under  Sixteen  Receiving 
Relief J  by  Acency  Providing  Aid, 
Race,  and  Family  Status 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


OUTDOOR  DIRECT  FEDERAL 

FAMILY  STATUS  POOR  RELIEF         CTJEMPDOYIffiOT  RELIEF       TORKS  PROGRAI.I 


T'Tiite      Colored         White      Colored        White  Colored 


Children  under 
sixteen  in  sample 

1,720 

142 

19,907 

3,364 

29,946 

3,044 

PER 

CENT  OF 

PERSONS 

UHDTT?  SIXTEEN 

YEARS  OF  AGE 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Living  with 
both  parents 

33«5 

7.0 

78.3 

50.7 

87.0 

75.0 

Living  vjith  mother, 
father  absent 

62.1 

87.3 

17.4 

41.8 

8.6 

15.7 

Living  with  father, 
mother  absent 

1.2 

2.5 

3.1 

2.9 

5.4 

Living  with  closely 
related  persons 
other  tlian  parents 

3.1 

5.6 

1.2 

3.9 

1.3 

3.5 

Living  with  unrela- 
ted or  distantly 
related  persons 

0.1 

0.1 

0.5 

0.1 

0.4 

a/ Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936, 


Negro  children  under  16  receiving  relief.  In  particular,  showed  small 
proportions  included  in  "normal"  family  groups  and,  conversely,  large  pro- 
portions in  cases  from  which  the  mother,  father,  or  both  parents  were  absent 
(See  Table  117),    One-quarter  of  the  colored  children  in  Works  Program  cases, 
and  one-half  of  the  colored  children  in  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  cases, 
were  members  of  broken  families,  the  most  common  pattern  being  that  of  a 
mother  and  children  living  apart  from  the  father.    Forty- two  per  cent  of  the 
colored  children  receiving  direct  unemployment  relief  were  of  this  family  status 

The  number  of  negro  children  receiving  Poor  Relief  was  small,  and  the 
percentages  in  the  sample  not  as  reliable  as  those  based  on  large  groups. 
The  proportion  of  negro  children  shown  in  Table  117  as  living  with  only  the 
mother, however,  was  so  large  (87  per  cent)  and  the  proportion  shown  as  liv- 
ing with  both  parents  so  small  (7  per  cent)  that  the  trend  of  the  data  is 
unmistakable. 

Mothers  of  Dependent  Children  under  Sixteen.    Just  as  certain  infor- 
'^^io'^  on  the  persons  receiv3,ng  relief  can  be  best  obtained  by  examining  the 
characteristics  of  the  heads  of  their  cases,  so  a  knov/ledge  of  the  character- 
istics of  mothers  on  relief  is  of  some  assistance  in  understanding  the  factors 
affecting  the  children.    Table  117  showed  that  the  proportion  of  children 
living  apart  from  the  mother  was  small  (4,6  per  cent)  and  varied  little  from 
agency  to  agency.    Facts  concerning  mothers  on  relief,  therefore,  mean  addi- 
tional information  on  all  except  this  relatively  small  group  of  children. 
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Table  118.  -  Average  Kuniber  of  Relief  Children  xmder  Sixteen 
Living  with  Mothers,  per  Relief  Jtother; 
by  Acency  Providing  Aid  and 
Status  of  Father 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


STATUS 

A'l/ERAGE  ClilLDREK  UNDER  SIXTEEN  PER 

MOTHER 

OF 

r  AllLtK 

Three 
Agencies 

Outdoor 
Poor  Relief 

Direct 
Unenploynent  Relief 

Federal 
Works  Program 

Total  mothers 
of  children 
under  sixteen 

2.S 

2.9 

2.7 

2.6 

Living  with 
father  of 
children 

2.8 

3.2 

2.9 

2.7 

Father  dead 
or  in  institu- 
tion for  insane 

2.3 

3.0 

2.3 

2.1 

Father 

2.0 

2.7 

2.0 

1.8 

Father 
divorced 

2.0 

-£/ 

Father  absent 
for  other 
reason 

1.8 

-£/ 

1.8 

1.5 

a7   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
^    Includes  "Deserted"  mothers  and  children, 
c/   Averages  not  computed  on  less  than  100  mothers. 


On  the  average,  each  relief  mother  had  living  with  her  2.6  children 
xmder  16  (See  Table  118).    In  this  respect,  there  was  little  difference  be- 
tween Direct  Unerqjloyment  Relief,  Poor  Relief,  and  the  Federal  Works  Pro- 
gram.   Mothers  in  unbroken  family  groups  tended  to  have  a  greater  number  of 
children  under  16  than  did  mothers  who  had  been  separated  from  the  father  of 
the  children,  the  averages  showing  2.3  children  for  widows,  2.0  for  those 
who  had  been  separated  or  divorced,  and  1.8  for  women  whose  spouses  were 
absent  for  other  reasons. 
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Table  119.  -  Mothers  of  Children  under  Sixteen  Years  of  Age 
Receiving  Relief;  by  Agency  Providing  Aid 
and  the  Status  of  the  Father 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


STATUS 

Three 

Outdoor 

Direct 

Federal 

OF  FATTIER 

Agencies 

Poor  Relief 

Unemployment  Relief 

Works  Program 

Total  mothers 
of  children 
under  sixteen 
years  of  age, 
in  sample 


Total 

Living  with 
father  of 
children 


21,065  607  8,186 

PER  CEnJT  OF  MOTHERS  OF  CHILDREN  UlIDER  SIXTEEN 


100.0 


79.5 


Father  dead 
or  in  insti- 
tution for  insane  8.1 

Father  separated  9.1 

Father  divorced  1.0 

Father  absent  for 

other  reasons  2.3 


100,0 

30.5 

34.3 
25.7 
0.9 

8.6 


100.0 

71.9 

10.2 
13.5 
1.2 

3.2 


12,272 

100.0 

87.1 

5.4 
5.b 
0.8 

1.4 


^    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 

b/    Includes  833  mothers  reporting  themselves  as  "Deserted." 


Widows  and  women  whose  husbands  were  in  institutions  for  the  insane 
formed  the  largest  group  of  mothers  receiving  Poor  Relief,  and,  with  those 
who  had  been  deserted  or  who  had  separated  from  the  fathers,  comprised  over 
60  per  cent  of  all  mothers  of  children  under  16  years  of  age.    The  majority 
of  the  mothers  receiving  unemployment  relief,  on  the  other  hand,  were  living 
with  the  fathers  of  their  children.    Fourteen  per  cent  of  those  on  direct  re- 
lief rolls,  however,  were  in  the  separated  or  deserted  class  and  10  per  cent 
were  widows,  while  slightly  over  5  per  cent  of  the  mothers  dependent  on  secur- 
ity wages  were  separated,  and  an  almost  equal  number  were  widowed. 


-138- 


Table  120.  -  Mothers  of  Children  under  Sixteen  Years  of  Age 
Receiving  Relief;  by  Agency  Providing  Aid 
and  Blarital  Status 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


MARITAL 
STATUS 


Three  Outdoor  Direct  Federal 

Agencies      Poor  Relief     Unemployment  Relief     Works  Program 


Total  mothers 
of  children 
under  sixteen, 
in  sample 


Total 


21,065  607  8,186 

PER  CEOT  OF  MOTHERS  OF  CHILDREN  UNDER  SIXTEEN 


Married 

Separated 

Widowed 

Single 

Divorced 


100.0 

80.6 
9.2 
7.6 
1.8 
0.8 


100.0 

38.4 
27.2 
30.9 
2.3 
1.2 


100.0 

73.2 
13.7 
9.8 
2.2 
1.1 


a/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


12,272 


100.0 

87.6 
5.2 
5.0 
1.6 
0.6 


These  same  facts  are  reflected  in  the  marital  status  of  the  mothers  of 
children  under  16  years  of  age,  although  there  is  not  an  exact  correspondence 
between  this  marital  condition  which  is  defined  in  tenns  of  the  most  recent 
relationship  and  the  status  of  the  father  (See  Table  120).    Thus,  the  pro- 
portion married  is  consistently  higher  than  the  proportion  living  with  the 
fathers  of  the  children,  vrfiile  the  proportion  of  vn.dowed  mothers  is  lower 
than  the  proportion  reported  as  having  been  widowed.    Remarriages  are  respon- 
sible for  these  apparent  discrepancies,  and  are  an  important  factor  in  con- 
sidering legal  eligibility  for  categorical  assistance.    The  factor  of  ille- 
gitimacy, previously  mentioned,  is  also  evident  from  the  proportions  of  moth- 
ers who  reported  themselves  as  being  single  (Table  120).    Regardless  of  these 
minor  differences,  however,  the  proportions  of  those  reporting  a  marital  con- 
dition other  than  married  is  approximately  one-fifth,  the  same  rough  fraction 
foimd  for  those  not  living  with  the  fathers  of  their  children. 

The  duration  of  the  father's  absence  is  of  considerable  importance, 
especially  for  the  separated  group,  since  temporary  separations  do  not  have 
the  same  significance  as  separations  that  involve  long  periods  of  absence. 
In  Table  121,  the  mothers  of  broken  families  have  been  divided  into  two 
classes:  those  who  have  lost  their  spouse  through  death  or  insanity;  and 
those  whose  separation  has  been  brought  abo\it  by  other  circumstances. 
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Table  121.  -  Kothers  of  Children  under  Sixteen  Years  of  Age 
Receiving  Relief,  V.'ho  Have  Been  '.TidoTred, 
or  Separated  from  the  Fathers  of  the  Children 
by  Causes  Other  Than  Kis  Death  (or  Insanity)} 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid  and  the  Duration 
of  the  Father's  Absence 
May  31,  1S36  a/ 


DIRECT 

OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF      UNEMPLOYMEOT  RELIEF    FEDERAL  WORKS  PROGRAM 


DURATION 
OF 

FATHER'S 
ABSENCE 


Mothers  of 

children 

whose 

fathers 

are  absent; 

total  in 

sample 

PER  CENT 

Total 

Less  than 
one  year 

One  year 
to  twenty- 
three  mos. 

Two  years 
to  thirty- 
five  mos. 

Three  years 
to  forty- 
Sbven  mos. 

Four  years 
to  fifty- 
nine  mos. 

Five  years 
and  over 


Father 
Dead  or 
in  In- 
stitu- 
tion for 
Insane 


30.6 


9.2 


7.3 


6.8 


25.2 


Father  Di- 
vorced, 
Separated, 
or  Absent 
for  Other 
Reason 


Father 
Dead  or 
in  In- 
stitu- 
tion for 
Insane 


Father  Di- 
vorced, 
Separated, 
or  Absent 
for  Other 
Reason 


Father 
Dead  or 
in  In- 
stitu- 
tion for 
Insane 


Father  Di- 
vorced, 
Separated, 
or  absent 
for  Other 
Reason 


15.4 


10,9 


9.6 


9.5 


42.3 


208  214  837  1,463  669  920 

OF  MOTHERS  OF  CHILDREN  UNDER  SIXTEEN  TmOSE  FATHERS  ARE  ABSECT 

100.0        100.0  100.0  100,0  100,0  100,0 

20.9         20,7  14,4  19,7  10.5  12,3 

20.2  12,7  15.0  10,2 

9.8  10.8  12,3  11,4 

7,3  9,7  10,8  9,4 

8.8  5.7  8.3  8.6 

33.2  46.7  33.8  49.9 


^7 Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
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The  vridoiTs  (including  in  this  class  wives  of  those  in  mental  hospitals) 
receivinf,  poor  relief  differed  considerably  from  the  corresponding  group  de- 
pendent on  unemployment  relief.  T^renty  per  cent  of  the  widowed  mothers  on 
poor  relief  had  been  widov/ed  for  less  than  one  year;  50  per  cent  less  than 
tvro  years;  60  per  cent  less  than  five  years.  For  only  25  per  cent  had  the 
father  of  the  children  been  dead  or  in  a  mental  hospital  for  five  years  or 
more. 

liothers  of  children  vmder  16  ;*io  had  lost  the  fathers  through  death  or 
insanity,  and  v*o  ivere  receiving  Direct  Dnemployment  Relief  or  aid^from  the 
Federal  V'orks  Program,  had  approximately  half  of  their  numbers  among  those 
who  had  been  vridowed  for  five  years  or  more,  end  one-quarter  and  one-fifth, 
respectively,  for  ERA.  and  WPA,  ■vridoyred  less  than  two  years.    The  concentra- 
tion for  this  group  is  in  the  period  five  years  or  more,  while  the  greatest 
proportion  of  the  vridowed  mothers  receiving  poor  relief  had  been  widowed 
less  than  two  yesu's. 

The  fathers,  riho  were  absent  from  their  wives  and  children  for  rea- 
sons other  than  death  or  insanity,  had  on  the  average  been  away  for  shorter 
periods  of  time.    The  median  duration  of  absence  for  the  widowed  group  was 
2.0  years,  4.4  years,  ajid  4.9  years,  respectively,  for  Poor  Relief,  Direct 
Unemployment  Relief,  and  the  Federal  Works  Program,  while  the  mothers  of 
children  whose  fathers  had  separated,  divorced,  or  were  absent  for  other 
reasons,  had  50  per  cent  of  their  numbers  at  the  values  2.9  years  for  those 
dependent  on  Poor  Relief,  3.3  for  those  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Re- 
lief, and  4.2  for  those  vho  were  members  of  V/orks  Program  cases.    Vfith  the 
exception  of  the  mothers  on  Poor  Relief  rolls,  where  40  per  cent  of  the  se- 
parated, divorced,  and  deserted  had  been  apart  from  the  fathers  for  less 
than  two  years,  as  compared  with  50  per  cent  of  the  widovrs,  the  median  dura- 
tion of  absence  was  from  six  months  to  one  year  less  than  the  average  dtira- 
tion  of  vri. dowhood. 

Special  Legal  Provisions  Made  for  Mothers  and  Dependent  Children  under 
Sixteen,  and  Those  Potentially  Eligible  for  the  Assistance.    In  the  foregoing 
analysis  of  mothers  and  children  receiving  relief,  emphasis  has  been  placed 
on  those  from  whom  the  father  has  been  separated,  even  though  they  do  not  form 
the  majority  of  the  mothers  and  children  in  the  relief  population.    Since  the 
second  decade  of  the  twentieth  century,  Perjisylvania,  along  with  a  number  of 
other  states,  has  recognized  responsibility  for  the  maintenance  of  the  homes 
of  needy  dependent  children  where  the  death  or  desertion  of  the  father  made 
the  dissolution  of  the  family  group  imminent.    In  spite  of  this  special  legal 
provision,  large  numbers  of  persons  in  this  special  category  of  need  had  come 
to  be  included  in  the  vmemploynent  and  poor  relief  populations.    The  most  im- 
portant reason  was  that  legislative  enactments  were  limited  to  particular  sub- 
classes of  needy  dependent  children.    The  first  act  2/  on  the  subject  provided 
for  widowed  or  abandoned  mothers  who  7/ere  "worthy  in  every  wayj*    but  provided 
for  assistance  of  children  only  up  to  the  age  of  14.    A  residence  of  three 
years  in  the  county  was  also  specified  for  the  mother.    A  few  years  later,  2/ 
the  age  limit  was  raised  to  16  years,  but  the  coverage  was  considerably  cur- 
tailed by  limiting  help  to  mothers  irtiose  husbands  were  either  dead  or  confined 


l/    The  first  act  was  passed  in  1913,  (No,  80),    See  "A  Modem  Public  Assis- 

tance  Program  for  Pennsylvania"  for  coii5)lete  list  of  citations, 
2/    No.  439,  June,  1915, 
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to  institutions  for  the  insane.    In  both  the  original  enactnent  and  its  re- 
vision, grants  were  low:    |12.00  per  month  for  the  first  child;  $20.00  for 
t-wo  children;  $26.00  for  three,  and  so  on.    In  1919,  a  new  j|/  act  raised  the 
grants  and  liberalized  the  residence  requireinents  to  two  years  in  the  State, 
and  one  in  the  county,  but  continued  to  limit  assistance  to  "poor  and  depend- 
ent mothers  of  proved  character  and  ability"  whose  husbands  were  dead  or  per- 
manently confined  to  insane  asylums. 

Not  until  enactment  of  the  Social  Security  Act,  with  its  promise  of 
Federal  aid  to  the  states  meeting  its  requirements,  were  residence  provisions 
further  modified  ^/  and  the  coverage  finally  broadened  in  the  Pennsylvania 
Public  Assistance  Act  3/  to  include  "any  needy  child  under  sixteen." 

(1)  Who  resides  with  his  mother  and  has  been  deprived 
of  the  support  of  his  father  by  his  father's  death, 
continued  absence  from  the  home,  or  physical  or 
mental  incapacity;  and 

(2)  has  resided  in  this  Commonwealth  for  one  year  imme- 
diately preceding  the  date  of  such  application  for 
assistance,  or  has  been  bom  in  this  Commonwealth 
within  one  year  immediately  preceding  the  date  of 
such  application  of  a  mother  who  has  resided  in 
this  Commonvrealth  for  one  year  immediately  preced- 
ing the  birth  of  the  child.  V 

Even  this  striking  liberalisation,  however,  does  not  include  the  en- 
tire group  of  children  under  16  ■who  would  be  potentially  eligible  for  help 
under  the  full  provisions  of  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act,  since  it  ex- 
cludes children  who  are  living  with  relatives  other  than  the  mother.  The 
Social  Security  Board  will  provide  a  part  of  the  grant  for  any  dependent 
child  under  the  age  of  16t  , 

"TTho  has  been  deprived  of  parental  support  or 
care  by  reason  of  the  death,  continued  absence 
from  the  home,  or  physical  or  mental  Incapacity 
of  a  parent,  and  who  is  living  with  his  father, 
mother,  grandfather,  grandmother,  brother,  sister, 
stepfather,  stepmother,  stepbrother,  stepsister, 
uncle,  or  aunt,  in  the  place  of  residence  main- 
tained by  one  or  more  of  such  relatives  as  his 
or  their  own  home."  4/ 

Another  reason  for  the  shifting  of  a  number  of  widowed  mothers  and 
their  children  to  vmemployment  or  poor  relief,  was  the  provision  in  the  Penn- 
sylvania law  which  made  State  aid  depend  on  the  cooperation  of  the  county 
government.    At  the  time  the  study  was  made,  there  were  still  eight  unorgan- 
ized counties.    The  revision  of  law  in  1936  eliminated  this  requirement,  Trfiile 
the  Public  Assistance  Act  of  1937  places  the  entire  responsibility  on  the 
State  and  Federal  Governments. 


1/  No,  361,  July,  1919. 

"Z/  Acts  No.  7  and  50,  1936. 

"Z/  Senate  Bill  883,  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Act  No.  399,  1937. 

"i/  Act  Ho.  271,  74th  U,  S.  Congress,  1935. 
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One  more  factor  contributed  tovrard  making  the  categorical  approach  to 
the  assistance  of  mothers  of  dependent  children  partly  ineffectual:    as  con- 
mented  on  in  the  discussion  of  the  same  legislative  provisions  for  the  af^ed, 
the  enactment  of  liberal  and  progressive  legislation  for  special  groups  of 
the  needy  was  not  accompanied  by  appropriations  sufficiently  large  to  make 
the  laws  completely  effective.    Thus,  the  more  general  forms  of  relief  con- 
tinued to  be  the  means  of  providing  aid,  ■rtiile  administrative  assistance 
units  accumulated  waiting  lists  of  thousands  of  names  of  i>er8ons  presumably 
eligible,  even  within  the  somewhat  narrow  limits  of  the  older  law. 

Table  122.  -  Children  under  Sixteen  Years  of  Age 
Eeoeiving  Relief;  by  Agency  Providing  Aid  and 
Eligibility  for  Aid  to  Dependent  Children 
under  Grades  of  Extension  of  State  Mothers' 
Assistance  Law  and  under  Maximum 
Provisions  of  Federal  Social  Security  Act 
May  31,  1936  a/ 


GRADES  OF  E3CTENSI0N 

HIT   T  AW  PPOVT  TlTUf^ 

AID  TO 
DEPENDENT  CHILDREN 

Three 
Agencies 

Poor 
Relief 

jjxreuc 
Unemployment 
Relief 

Works 
Program 

Total  persons  in 
sample  \mder  sixteen 
years  of  age 

58,123 

1,862 

23,271 

32,990 

PER  CENT  OF 

PERSONS  m!Dm 

SIXTEEN 

YEARS  OF  AGE 

Eligible  under 
former  Pennsylvania 
Mothers'  Assistance  Act 

6.4 

33.4 

7.9 

3.9 

Eligible  under 

Public  Assistance  Act 

of  General  Session  of  1937 

17.6 

70.6 

24.3 

9.8 

Eligible  under 
maximxim  provisions 
of  Federal  Social 
Security  Act 

19,1 

73.5 

25.9 

11.3 

&/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  51,  1936. 


Although  an  examination  of  the  children  on  relief  in  terms  of  the  pro- 
portions eligible  under  the  several  different  legal  provisions  created  dtaring 
the  past  twenty  years  would  be  of  some  interest,  the  analysis  is  limited  to 
three  grades  of  extension:  the  former  Mothers  Assistance  Act  after  it  had  been 
amended  in  the  Special  Session  of  1936  to  meet  the  minimum  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Social  Security  Act;  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Act  of  1937; 
and  the  full  provisions  of  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act  (See  Table  122). 

The  category  of  eligible  dependent  children,  even  irtien  limited  to  those 
under  16  living  with  mothers  whose  fathers  were  dead  or  permanently  confined 
to  institutions  for  the  Insane,  nevertheless  coa5)rised  6  per  cent  of  the  chil- 
dren imder  16  receiving  relief  from  the  three  public  agencies  Included  in  this 
study.    The  proportion  was  especially  large  for  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  where  one- 
third  of  the  children  might  have  been  receiving  help  through  categorical  ohan- 
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nels  if  the  Pennsylvania  Mothers  Assistance  Act  }J  had  been  completely  ef- 
fective.   The  greatest  nunber  of  children,  however,  would  have  been  dravm  from 
Direct  Unemploynent  Relief  or  Works  Program  rolls,  even  though  the  percent- 
a^•es  of  the  total  numbers  on  those  programs  wore  smaller.    Eight  per  cent  of 
the  children  in  ERA  cases,  and  4  per  cent  of  those  included  in  cases  depend- 
ent on  security  vjages,  v/ere  found  to  be  eligible  for  aid. 

Some  of  these  cases  were  already  knorm  to  authorities  responsible  for 
the  administration  of  I'others  Assistance,  either  as  applicants  or  actual  re- 
cipients.   Although  it  is  apparent  that  supplementation  of  I.'AP  grants  was 
not  common,  a  few  of  the  mothers  and  their  children  under  16  years  of  age  | 
were  receiving  help  from  the  ".'others  Assistance  Fund  Boards  of  their  counties 
and  some  supplementary  assistance  from  ERB  or  Poor  Relief. 


y    "In  order  to  prevent  the  alienation  of  the  citizenship  of  those  who  may" 
receive  the  benefits  of  this  Act,  no  family  shall  be  a  beneficiary 
thereunder  unless  the  mother  has  been  a  resident,  continuously,  of  the 
State  for  a  period  of  two  years,  and  of  the  county  in  which  she  applies 
for  assistance  for  a  period  of  one  year.    No  family  entitled  to  receive 
the  benefits  of  this  act  in  any  county  shall  be  deemed  to  have  lost  its 
residence  in  such  county  within  one  year  after  removal  therefrom,  but 
any  such  family  shall,  if  it  returns  to  the  county  in  which  it  was  en- 
titled to  receive  assistance  within  said  year,  be  immediately  entitled 
to  assistance  in  such  county."    Section  7  of  law  as  given  on  page  81 
Bulletin  No.  1,  Revised  Edition,  Manual  of  the  Mothers'  Assistai^ce  Fund. 
Itepartment  of  Vfelfare. 

"In  order  to  prevent  the  alienation  of  the  citizenship  of  those  vrfio  may 
receive  the  benefits  under  this  act,  no  family  shall  be  a  beneficiary 
thereunder  unless  the  mother  is  a  resident  of  the  State  at  the  time  of 
maMng  application  for  such  assistance,  and  unless  the  child  assisted 
(IFnas  resided  in  this  Commonwealth  for  one  year  immediately  preceding 
the  date  of  application  for  such  assistance,  or  (2)  was  born  in  this 
Commonwealth  within  one  year  immediately  preceding  the  date  of  the  ap- 
plication for  assistance,  and  whose  mother  has  resided  in  the  Common- 
wealth for  one  year  immediately  preceding  the  birth."    Page  4,  Act  of 
the  131st  General  Assembly  No.  50. 
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Table  123.  -  Children  under  Sixteen  Years  of  A^o 
Peceiving  Polief,  and  their  ^'others; 
by  Agency  Providinf,  Aid  and  by  Their  Status  in 
Relationship  to  the  Former  State 
Mothers  Assistance  Fund  Act 
May  31,  1336  a/ 


STATUS  IK 

RELATIOUSKI?  DIRECT 

TO  FORjMER  outdoor            UlffiKPLOYlffii'IT  FEDERAL 

MOTHERS    TERES  AGENCIES      POOR  RELIEF  RELIEF  Yi'ORKS  PROGRA-M 

ASSISTANCE  Children  Children              Children  Children 

FUMD       under  under                   under  under 

LAW       Sixteen  Mothers  Sixteen  Mothers  Sixteen  ->"_2thers_  Sixteen  Mothers 

Total  in 


sample  58 

,123 

21,065 

1,862 

607  23 

,271 

8,186 

32,990 

12,272 

PER 

CENT 

Total  100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0  100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Eligible 

under  former 

Mothers  As- 

sistance Fund 

Law 

6.4 

7.9 

33.4 

34.6 

7.9 

10.0 

3.9 

5.1 

S^eceiving 

M.  A. F.Grant 

0.1 

0.3 

0,2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.1 

0.2 

On  waiting 

list 

1.4 

l.S 

13.5 

13.8 

1.7 

2.2 

0.5 

0.5 

Ho  appli- 

cation made 

4.9 

6.0 

19.7 

20.5 

6.0 

7.5 

3.3 

4.3 

Ineligible 

under  former 

Mothers  As- 

sistance Fund 

law 

93.5 

92.1 

66.5 

65.4 

92.1 

90.0 

96.1 

94.9 

^7  Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 
b/    Loss  than  .05  per  cent. 


A  sometri^at  larger  group  had  applied,  but  had  not  been  placed  on  the 
JIAF  "payroll."    This  branch  of  categorical  aid  suffered  from  the  sane  inad- 
equacy of  appropriations  that  was  responsible  for  the  long  v/aiting  lists  on 
Old  Age  Assistance.    On  April  6,  1936,  there  v/ere  over  27,000  mothers  and 
children  on  waiting  lists,  of  whom  about  10,000  vrere  being  provided  for  by 
the  county  Emergency  Relief  Boards,  or  by  local  Directors  and  Overseers  of 
the  Poor.  ]/    (See  Table  123). 


T/    "An  Analysis  of  the  Cases  that  were  on  the  Lists  of  the  Mothers'  Assis- 
tance  Boards  waiting  for  Old  Age  Assistance,  Mothers'  Assistance,  or 
Blind  Pensions."    April  6,  1936. 
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Approximately  two  months  later,  when  this  study  was  wade,  1.5  per 
cent  of  the  others  and  1.4  per  cent  of  the  children  under  16  on  relief  had 
applied  and  v/ere  presume.bly  elif^ible  for  rlAF  grants,  but  had  not  received 
them.    The  probabilities  are  that  the  size  of  the  waiting  lists  were,  in  a 
measure,  responsible  for  the  failure  of  the  other  6  per  cent  of  the  eligible 
mothers  to  make  application. 

Had  the  broader  provisions  of  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Act, 
adopted  durinr  the  1937  lef-islativo  session,  been  in  force,  the  proportion 
of  relief  children  eligible  for  aid  would  have  been  raised  from  6  to  18  per 
cent  of  all  children  under  16.    Separations,  desertions,  and  divorces,  add 
more  than  7  per  cent,  disabled  fathers  add  nearly  3  per  cent,  and  the  fathers 
absent  for  other  reasons  provide  over  1  per  cent.    Ten  per  cent  of  the  chil- 
dren in  WTA  cases,  about  25  per  cent  of  those  receiving;  Direct  Uneir^loyment 
Kelief,  and  over  70  per  cent  of  those  under  IG  in  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  cases 
v/ould  have  been  included  in  the  definition  of  a  dependent  child  given  in  this 

Act.  y 

In  Table  124,  the  eligibility  of  the  child  is  related  to  his  family 
status,  in  order  that  the  relative  importance  of  the  various  groups  may  be 
clearer.    One  point  is  of  interest  in  connection  with  the  future  of  I'others' 
Assistance.    Since  separations  and  desertions  represent  breaks  in  family 
groups  that  are  not  always  perifianent,  the  addition  of  these  classes  to  the 
vd.dowod  who  havo  been  eligible  in  the  past  will  probably  result  in  a  case- 
load marked  by  greater  fluctuations.    These  two  classes  formed  over  20  per 
cent  of  those  under  16  receiving  Poor  Relief,  10  per  cent  of  those  under  16 
receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  and  4  per  cent  of  the  children  in  ViTPA 
cases . 

About  3  per  cent  of  all  children  (8  per  cent  of  those  on  Poor  Relief 
rolls)  were  in  cases  headed  by  disabled  or  invalid  fathers,  a  fact  related 
to  the  proportion  of  men  who  were  found  to  be  unemployable  for  these  reasons. 
(Chapter  IV,  Table  69.) 

In  spite  of  its  significant  breadth  and  liberality,  the  Public  Assis- 
tance Act  does  not  take  full  advantage  of  the  provisions  of  the  Federal  Social 
Security  Act,  under  whose  terms,  the  proportion  of  eligible  children  on  relief 
would  have  been  raised  to  one-fifth  of  the  total.  (Table  122).    This  would 
have  meant  Federal  participation  in  the  grants  of  74  per  cent  of  the  children 
receiving  poor  relief,  and  2G  per  cent  of  those  receiving  unemployment  relief, 
while  additional  aid  could  have  been  jointly  extended  to  more  than  11  per  cent 
of  the  children  dependent  on  the  security  wage  of  the  breadwinner. 

The  additional  classes  that  might  be  included  comprise  the  majority  of 
those  shown  in  Table  124  as  "living  with  other  closely  related  persons,"  and 
a  part  of  those  "living  with  the  father,"  the  mother  being  absent.  Vihile 
many  of  this  latter  class  clearly  come  within  the  definition  in  the  Social 
Security  Act,  there  are  other  cases  in  which  the  presence  of  older  children 
make  eligibility  under  the  broadest  terms  of  the  Act  somewhat  vmlikely. 


Tf    "A  dependent  child  is  defined  as  any  child  under  the  age  of  sixteen  who: 
~        (1)  resides  with  his  mother  and  has  been  deprived  of  the  support  of  his 
father  by  his  father's  death,  continued  absence  from  home,  or  physical 
or  mental  incapacity;  and  (2)  has  resided  in  this  Commonwealth  for  one 
year  immediately  preceding  the  date  of  application  for  assistance  or  has 
been  born  in  this  Commonwealth  within  one  year  immediately  preceding  the 
date  of  such  application  of  a  mother  who  has  resided  in  this  Conm»nwealth 
for  one  year  immediately  preceding  the  birth  of  the  child."    Senate  Bill 
883. 
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Tatle  124.  -  Persons  under  Sixteen  Yearn  of  Age  Keceiving  Relief; 
ty  Acency  Providing  Aid  and  Eligibility  or  Ineligibility  for  Aid  to  Dependent 
Children  under  Pennsylvenia  Public  Assistance  Act  of  1937 
v/ith  Family  Status  of  Both  Eligible  and  Ineligible  Classes 

May  31,  1936  a/ 


ELIGIBILITY 
FOR  AID  TO 
DEPENDEOT 
CHILDREN 
AlOD  FAiflLY 
STATUS 


Three         Outdoor  Direct  Federal 

AgencieB  Poor  Relief  Unemployment  Relief  V/orks  Program 


Total  persons  in 
sample  under 
sixteen  years 
of  age 


58,123  1,862  23,271 

PER  CEira  OF  PERSONS  UJJDER  SIXTEKK  YEARS  OF  AGE 


32,990 


Total 

INELIGIBLE  CLASSES 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


Living  with  both  parents, 
father  not  disabled  76.8 


23.4 


70.2 


84.5 


Living  vdth  father, 
mother  absent 


2.8 


1.1 


2.5 


3.1 


living  with  closely  re- 
lated persons  b/  other 
than  parents  1.6  3.3 

Living  T.'ith  unrelated 
or  distantly  related 

persons  0.1  - 

Other  c/  1.0  1.6 

ELIGIBLE  CLASSES 


1.6 

0.2 
1.1 


1.5 

0.1 
0.9 


Living  vdth  mother, 
father  absent  be- 
cause of; 

Death  or  Insanity  6.4  33.4 

Divorce  0.6  1.1 

Separation  3.7  9.0 

Desertion  2.9  13.3 

Other  reasons  1.3  5.7 


7.9 
0.8 
5.4 
4.2 
1.8 


3.9 
0.4 
2.1 
1.4 
0.6 


Living  with  both  parents, 
father  disabled 


2.8 


8.0 


a7    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


4.3 


1.4 


t/    Parents,  grandparents,  brothers,  sisters,  stepparents,  stepbrothers  or 

sisters,  uncles  or  aunts, 
c/    The  majority  of  these  children  are  ineligible  for  assistance  due  to  re- 
marriage of  mother  or  imprisonment  of  the  father  for  short  tern. 
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Blind  Persons  on  Relief  Rolls.    The  third  special  category  of  assis- 
tance, recognized  by  both  the  State  and  Federal  ffovernnents,  is  aid  to  the 
blind.    Any  blind  person  viho  is  21  years  old  or  more  and  has  lived  in  Penn- 
sylvania for  five  out  of  the  last  nine  years  can  receive  a  blind  pension, 
provided  he  is  not  the  recipient  of  an  income  greater  than  $1,200  per  year .2/ 
In  operation  since  1934,  the  law  and  its  subsequent  revisions  represent  the 
State's  most  liberal  form  of  aid;  in  fact,  it  is  the  only  one  of  the  three  . 
categories  w?iich  has  received  special  sanction  in  the  State  Constitution.^/ 

Blindness  is  not  a  common  handicap,  and,  since  a  number  of  the  blind 
had  already  become  pensioners,  the  proportion  of  those  on  other  relief  rolls 
T/rho  were  found  eligible  for  this  form  of  assistance  was  practically  negli- 
f'lible.    In  a  sample  of  over  150,000  persons  receiving  direct  relief  or  aid 
from  security  wap-es,  only  200  blind  persons  were  found,  of  whom  more  than 
half  vrere  over  60  years  of  age.    Fifty-nine  of  these  persons  were  already 
receiving  blind  pensions,  and  20  were  on  the  waiting  lists. 

Relief  Population  as  Affected  by  the  Provisions  of  the  Assistance 
Laws.    Preceding  tables  have  shown  the  possible  effects  of  grades  of  exten- 
sion of  the  laws  governing  Old  Age  Assistance,  Mothers'  Assistance,  and  Blind 
Pensions  on  the  affected  classes  in  the  relief  population.    Vfhat  is  more  it*- 
portant,  in  some  respects,  is  the  possible  influence  they  might  have  on  the 
total  relief  population. 


T7    "Subject  to  the  provisions,  and  under  the  restrictions  contained  in  this 
act,  every  blind  person,  who  (a)  has  attained  the  age  of  twenty-one  years, 
or  upwards,  (b)  has  three- sixtieth  or  ten-two  hundredth,  or  less,  normal 
vision,  (c)  has  resided  in  the  Commonwealth  for  at  least  five  years  dur- 
ing the  nine  years  immediately  preceding  his  or  her  application  for  a 
pension,  and  has  resided  therein  continuously  for  one  year  immediately 
preceding  the  application,  and  (d)  is  not,  at  the  date  of  making  applica- 
tion, an  inmate  of  any  prison,  jail,  insane  asylum,  or  any  other  public 
reform  or  correctional  institution,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  from  the 
Commonwealth  a  pension  of  thirty  dollars  (|30.00)  per  month;  Provided, 
That  any  blind  person  with  an  actual  income  of  twelve  hundred  dollars 
(§1,200),  or  upwards,  and  any  blind  person  having  real  property  with  an 
assessed  valuation  of  over  five  thousand  dollars  ($5,000)  is  not  entitled 
to  such  pension:    And  provided  further,  that  ■wrtiere  a  blind  person  has  an 
income  of  less  than  tvrelve  hundred  dollars  (#1,200)  per  year  the  pension 
shall  be  fixed  in  such  amount  so  that  the  combined  income  and  pension 
shall  not  exceed  twelve  hundred  dollars  (|1,200)  a  year.    Ho  person  shall 
be  denied  a  pension  because  of  the  fact  that  he  or  she  is  not  a  citizen 
of  the  United  States.    In  the  event  that  any  Act  of  Congress  providing 
Federal  aid  towards  pensions  for  the  blind  requires  the  recipients  to  be 
citizens,  no  such  Federal  aid  moneys  shall  be  expended  in  the  payment  of 
pensions  to  non-citizens  but  such  persons  shall  receive  pensions  out  of 
moneys  appropriated  by  this  Commonwealth."    (Act  of  1935,  Pamphlet  Law 
No.  621) 

Public  Assistance  Act  of  1937  contains  similar  provisions.    (Senate  bill 
#883,  Printer's  No.  880,  Act  No.  399). 

2/   Article  III,  Section  18.    (Amendment  of  November  7,  1933) 
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Table  125,  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief;  by  Agency 
Providing  Aid  and  Eligibility  for  CategoricRl 
Assistance  iinder  Former  Pennsylvania  Lav/s  zj 
'  — -  / 


May  31,  1936  b 


ELIGIBILITY  FOR 
CATEGORICAL 


ASSISTAMCE  TINDER 

FORMER  STATE 
ASSISTA]\'CS  LA'iVS 

Three 
Agencies 

Outdoor 
Poor 
Relief 

Direct 
Unenploynont 
Relief 

Federal 
'.Vorks 
Program 

Total  persons  in 
sample 

151,455 

P  V  T? 
r  Lj  x\ 

5,380 

f       T.r  T 

\j     ^     k\  L 

57,895 

88,180 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Persons  eligible 
for  assistance 

5.4 

30.8 

6.5 

3.2 

Mothers  Assistance  c/ 
Old  Age  Assistance  "3/ 
Blind  Pensions  ej/ 

3.5 
1.7 
0.1 

15.5 
14.7 
0.3 

4.5 
1.7 
0.2 

2.2 
0.9 
0.1 

Persons  ineligible 
for  assistance 

94.6 

69.2 

93.5 

96.3 

a/    The  lavra  existing  at  the  time  of  the  study. 
V'    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 

2J    Includes  both  children  and  mothers  or  persons  standing  "in  loco  parentis"; 

eligible  children  alone  comprise  11.3  per  cent  of  the  Poor  Relief  total; 

3.2  per  cent  of  Direct  Unemployment  Relief;  1.5  per  cent  of  the  Federal 

Tforks  Program;  and  2.5  per  cent  of  the  total  persons  of  all  agencies. 
_d/    The  proportion  eligible  for  Old  Age  Assistance  is  slightly  greater  than 

the  per  cent  shown  here,  since  many  of  the  blind  are  also  eligible  for 

the  other  type  of  aid. 


The  State  Assistance  laws,  as  amended  in  the  Special  Session  of  1936 
to  meet  the  mlnimiim  provisions  of  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act,  could  have 
been  used  to  effect  a  transfer  to  assistance  rolls  of  30.8  per  cent  of  those 
receiving  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  and  6.5  per  cent  of  those  receiving  unemploy- 
ment relief,  while,  in  addition,  3.2  per  cent  of  the  persons  in  Vforks  Program 
cases  were  eligible  and  were  potential  recipients  of  Old  Age  Assistance,  Weth- 
ers' Assistance,  or  Blind  Pensions  (See  Table  125.) 

The  largest  group  of  potential  transfers  were  the  eligible  dependent 
children  and  their  mothers.    Together  they  formed  15.5  per  cent,  4.5  per  cent, 
and  2.2  per  cent,  respectively,  of  the  total  populations  of  Outdoor  Poor  Re- 
lief, Direct  Unenployment  Relief,  and  the  Federal  Works  Program.    The  mothers 
have  been  included,  even  though  the  grtint  is  for  the  children,  because  there 
is  at  least  a  partial  recognition,  in  all  of  the  laws  passed,  that  they  need 
some  additional  aid.    This  has  taken  the  form  of  a  grajit  that  is  slightly 
larger  for  the  first  child  than  for  additional  children. 

The  eligible  aged  vrtio  comprised  14.7  per  cent  of  the  Outdoor  Relief 
population,  1.7  per  cent  of  the  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  population,  and 
0.9  per  cent  of  the  persons  included  in  Vibrks  Progrttm  cases,  was  the  second 
most  important  group,  while  the  blind  fonned  but  about  0.1  per  cent  of  the 
total.    Even  poor  relief,  with  its  high  percentage  of  invalids,  included  so 
few  blind  that  they  coitprlsed  less  than  one  per  cent  of  the  poor  relief  popu- 
lation. 
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Table  126.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief;  by  Agency 
Providing  Aid,  Eligibility  for  Categorical 
Assistance  under  the  Provisions  of 
the  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Act  of  1937  a/ 
May  31,  1936  b/ 


ELIGIBILITY  FOR 

CATEGORICAL 
ASSISTAMCE  TOIDER 
THE  PEKNSYLVAIHA 
PUBLIC  ASSISTAIJCE 
ACT  OF  1937  a/ 


Three 
Agencies 


Outdoor 
Poor 
Relief 


Direct 
Unemployment 
Relief 


Federal 
Works 
Program 


Total  persons 
in  sample 


151,455  5,380 

PER  CENT 


57,895 


88,180 


Total 


100.0 


100.0 


100,0 


100,0 


Persons  eligible 
for  assistance 


12.1 


51.3 


16.7 


6.7 


Aid  to  dependent 
children  o/ 
Old  Age  Assistance  d/ 
Blind  Pensions 

Persons  ineligible 
for  assistance 


9.9 
2.1 
0.1 


87.9 


33.4 
17.2 
0,7 


48.7 


14.3 
2.2 
0,2 


83,3 


5,5 
1.1 
0,1 


93.3 


Senate  bill  No.  883,  Printer's  No.  88O5  132nd  Legislative  Session. 
Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 

Includes  both  children  and  mothers  or  persons  standing  "in  loco  parentis"; 
eligible  children  alone  comprised  24.4  per  cent  of  the  Poor  Relief  total, 
9.8  per  cent  of  Direct  Unemployment  Relief,  3.7  per  cent  of  the  Federal 
Vi'orks  Program,  and  6.8  per  cent  of  the  total  persons  of  all  agencies. 
The  proportion  eligible  for  Old  Age  Assistance  is  slightly  greater  than 
the  per  cent  sho^vn  here,  since  many  of  the  Blind  are  also  eligible  for 
other  types  of  aid. 


Had  the  provisions  of  the  recently  enacted  Public  Assistance  Act  of 
1937  been  in  force,  the  proportion  of  persons  eligible  for  categorical  relief 
vfould  have  risen  to  over  12  per  cent  of  all  persons  on  relief  rolls  (See  Table 
126).    More  than  half  of  the  poor  relief  population  would  have  qualified  as 
members  of  one  of  the  three  categories,  while  the  proportion  of  eligibles 
■would  have  increased  from  7  to  17  per  cent  of  the  unen^jloyment  relief  popula- 
tion, and  approximately  doubled  in  the  population  dependent  on  the  Federal 
.Vorks  Program  (from  3.2  to  6.7  per  cont). 

These  increases  in  the  proportions  of  the  totals  who  were  eligible  for 
Aid  to  Dependent  Children  and  for  Old  Age  Assistance  were  greater  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Public  Assistance  Act  of  1937,    There  was  no  change  in  the 
proportion  of  the  eligible  blind.    Under  the  terms  of  this  broader  legisla- 
tion, more  than  one-third  of  the  persons  receiving  poor  relief  would  have  been 
eligible  for  assistance  as  dependent  children  and  mothers,  and  more  than  17 
per  cent  would  have  been  eligible  for  Old  Age  Assistance.    Over  14  per  cent 
of  the  population  receiving  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  would  have  been  eligi- 
ble under  the  changed  provisions  for  mothers  and  dependent  children,  -vrtiile  the 
removal  of  citizenship  requirements  for  Old  Age  Assistance  would  have  increased 
the  percentage  of  the  total  eligible  in  this  category  to  2.2  per  cent  of  all 
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Direct  UneTnploj'ment  Relief  persons.  Even  under  this  liberalization,  however, 
only  about  7  per  cent  of  those  in  Federal  Vtarks  Program  oases  vrould  have  been 
potential  recipients  of  categorical  relief. 

The  maximum  provisions  of  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act  differed  from 
those  actually  adopted  in  the  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Act,  primarily  in 
the  lower  ape  limit  for  Old  Ar;e  Assistance.    Since  the  Social  Security  Act  por- 
»rdtted  65  years  as  the  lower  ap;e  limit,  while  provisions  for  a  residence  history 
of  a  certain  number  of  years  is  not  mandatory,  the  proportion  of  the  totals  eli- 
gible for  Old  Age  Assistance  would  have  been  nearly  equal  to  the  total  persons 
in  the  age  classes  over  64  years.    The  proportions  shovm  in  Table  127  for  this 
category  are  slightly  below  the  proportion  of  this  age  receiving  direct  or  vrork 
relief,  since  a  few  of  those  eligible  for  Old  Age  Assistance  are  likev.dse  blind 
and  have  been  included  in  the  latter  category. 

Were  the  age  limit  to  be  lowered  to  65  years,  the  proportion  of  eligible 
aged  receiving  xonemployment  relief  would  be  4.3  per  cent,  (doubling  the  per  cent 
eligible  under  present  Pennsylvania  law)  •    v.-hile  17  per  cent  of  the  Poor  Relief 
population  fell  v.dthin  the  broadest  provisions  of  the  Federal  Social  Security 
Act. 
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Table  127.  -  Persons  Receiving  Relief  by  Agency 
Providing  Aid,  Eligibility  for  Categorical 
Assistance  if  State  Assistance  Laws 
Had  Provided  for  F\ill  Participation 
under  Titles  I,  IT,  and  X  of  the 
Federal  Social  Secxirity  Act  a/ 
May  31,  1936  b/ 


ELIGIBILITY  FOR 

CATEGORICAL 
ASSISTAJICE  UllDER 
THE  MAXII.TOI 
FROVISIOHS  OF 
THIi  FEDERAL  SOCIAL 
SECURITY  ACT  a/ 


Outdoor 
Three  Poor 
Agencies  Relief 


Direct 
Unemployment 
Relief 


Federal 
?/orks 
Program 


Total  persons 
in  sanqjle 


151,455  5,380 

PER  CENT 


57,895 


88,180 


Total 

Persons  eligible 
for  assistance 


100,0 


15.2 


100,0 


63,0 


100.0 


19.9 


100.0 


9.3 


Aid  to  dependent 
children  c/ 
Old  Age  ATsistance 
Blind  Pensions 


10.8 
4.3 
0.1 


34.5 
27.8 
0.7 


15.1 
4.6 
0.2 


6.5 
2.7 
0.1 


Persons  Ineligible 
for  assistance 


84.8 


37.0 


80.1 


90.7 


d/ 


Act  No,  271,  74th  Congress. 
Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 

Includes  both  children  and  mothers  or  persons  standing  "in  loco  parentis," 
eligible  children  alone  coii5)rised  25.4  per  cent  of  the  Poor  Relief  total; 
10.4  per  cent  of  Direct  Unemployment  Relief}  4.1  per  cent  of  the  Federal 
Works  Program;  and  7.3  per  cent  of  the  total  persons  of  all  agencies. 
The  proportion  eligible  for  Old  Age  Assistance  is  slightly  greater  than 
the  per  cent  shown  here,  since  many  of  the  Blind  are  also  eligible  for 
other  types  of  aid. 


The  percentages  eligible  as  dependent  children  or  mothers  of  dependent 
children  are  also  slightly  greater,  because  of  the  few  additional  classes  not 
covered  in  either  the  former  MAF  law  or  in  the  1937  legislation,  although 
the  liberalization  of  the  Public  Assistance  Act  provides  for  the  care  of  most 
of  the  children  considered  in  the  definition  given  in  the  Social  Security  Act. 

Residual  Group.    The  provisions  of  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act, 
while  broad,  are  also  so  well  defined  that  it  is  of  some  value  to  examine  the 
caseload  that  would  have  remained,  had  the  State  been  in  a  position  at  the 
time  of  this  study  to  transfer  potential  eligibles  to  the  rolls  of  one  of  the 
three  assisttuice  services. 
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Since  the  two  most  important  groups  of  eligibles  v/ere  both  defined  in 
terms  of  age  (aged  persons  65  years  and  over,  and  dependent  children  under 
IS),  these,'  if  transferred  from  relief  to  assistance  rolls,  might  have  been 
expected  to  alter  the  age  pattern  of  the  residual  group.    The  average  age, 
hoT/ever,  would  have  differed  but  little,  although  some^vhat  greater  propor- 
tions of  the  remaining  population  would  have  been  in  the  twenties,  thirties, 
and  forties. 

Table  128.  -  The  Age  Distribution  of  all  Persons  Receiving  Relief 
Coi:5)ared  vri.th  the  Age  Distribution  of  Relief  Persons 
after  the  Removal  a/  of  those  Eligible  for  Assistance 
Tinder  the  Provision^  of  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act; 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid 
May  31,  1936  b/ 


DIRECT  FEDERAL 
THREE  OUTDOOR  UHEMPLOYHEWT  TORKS 

AGE  AGENCIES  POOR  RELIEF  RELIEF  PROGRAM 

Total    Parsons    Total    Persons    Total    Persons    Total  Persons 
Persons    after    Persons    ai"ter    Personr    aii;er    Persons  after 
?emoval  Removal  Removal  Removal 

of                       of                       of  of 
Eligibles  Eligibles  Eligibles  Eligibles 


Total  persons 


in  san^le 

151,455 

128,366 

5,380 

1,989 

57,895 

46,372 

88,180 

80,005 

PER 

C  E  N 

T 

Total 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Under  10 

22.5 

22.3 

19.8 

15.3 

23.7 

23.0 

21.9 

22.1 

10  -  19 

24.9 

24.8 

18.8 

19.9 

25.0 

24.7 

25.2 

25.0 

20  -  29 

14.3 

15.9 

4.9 

8.1 

12.9 

14.6 

15.8 

16.8 

30  -  39 

11.8 

12.7 

7.7 

9.9 

11.7 

12.8 

12.2 

12.8 

40  -  49 

11.1 

12.0 

5.8 

10.1 

11.0 

12.2 

11.4 

11.9 

50  -  59 

8.1 

9.0 

7.7 

18.4 

7.8 

9.0 

8.3 

8,7 

60  -  69 

5.0 

3.3 

17.0 

18,3 

5.4 

3.7 

4.0 

2.7 

70  and  over 

2.2 

18.3 

2.3 

1.2 

77  Mothers  of  eligible  children  also  removed, 
b/   Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


The  transfer  of  the  entire  group  over  65  years  of  age  and  of  women 
separated  from  the  fathers  of  their  children,  would  have  left  a  caseload  in 
which  a  greater  percentage  of  both  men  and  women  would  be  either  married  or 
single  (See  Table  129).    Over  11  per  cent  of  all  males  15  years  of  age  and 
over  receiving  relief,  and  approximately  20  per  cent  of  all  adult  females 
were  widowed,  divorced,  or  separated.    Had  the  eligibles  under  the  Federal 
law  been  transferred  to  assistance  rolls,  the  proportions  of  the  remainder 
reporting  these  marital  conditions  would  have  been  decreased  to  approximately 
8  per  cent  of  the  males  and  10  per  cent  of  the  females  15  years  old  and  over. 
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Table  129.  -  The  Sex-Marital  Status  Distribtrfcion  of  All  Persons 
Fifteen  Yeprs  Cld  and  Over  Receiving  Relief 
Compared  V7ith  the  Sex-I'^rital  Status  Distribution  of  Relief  Persons 
Fifteen  Years  Cld  and  Over,  after  the  Removal,  a/  of  Those  Eligible  for 
Assistance  under  the  Provisions  of  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act; 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid 
May  31,  1936  b/ 


SEX 

AND 
MAP.ITAL 
STATUS 


TIffiEE 
AGENCIES 


OUTDOOR 
POOR  RELIEF 


DIPOiCT 
UlJEMPLOYliENT 
RELIEF 


FEDERAL 
WORKS 
PROGRAM 


Total    Persons    Total    Persons    Total  Persons 
Persons    after    Persons    after    Persons  after 
Removal  Removal  Removal 

of  of  of 

Eligibles  Eligibles  Eligible 


Total  Persons 
Persons  after 
Removal 
of 

s  Eligibles 


Total  persons 
in  sample 
fifteen  years 
and  over 

Hale 

Female 


97,248  84,229  3,623  1,519 
50,148  45,918  1,425  653 
47,100    38,311    2,191  866 


36,178  30,137 
17,809  16,003 
18,369  14,134 


57,447  52,573 
30,914  29,262 
26,533  23,311 


PER  CEliT  OF  PERSONS  FIFTEEN  YEARS  OLD  Ai'^ID  OVER 


Doth  sexes 
Single 
I.'arried 
7/idovied 
Divorced 
Separated 

I.'eles 
Single 
Married 
IVidowed 
Divorced 
Separated 

FcTnales 
Single 
J'larried 
'Vidowed 
Divorced 
Separated 


100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100,0 

100,0 

100.0 

33.6 

36  ,2 

24.1 

37,7 

32.5 

35.6 

34,8 

36,5 

52.0 

55.2 

35.6 

39,0 

48.8 

52.8 

55,1 

57.0 

8.C 

4.8 

31.6 

18.0 

10.5 

6.3 

6,0 

3.6 

o.e 

O.e 

1.1 

1,1 

1.0 

0.8 

0,6 

0.4 

5.0 

3.2 

7.5 

4,2 

7.2 

4.5 

3,5 

2.5 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100,0 

100,0 

100.0 

40,0 

41.5 

32.2 

44.2 

38.9 

40.4 

41,0 

42.1 

50.5 

50.7 

43.7 

42.0 

49.6 

50.0 

51.4 

51.2 

5.2 

3.6 

18.8 

8.4 

6.0 

4.2 

4.1 

3.2 

0.7 

0.6 

1.2 

1.4 

0,9 

0.8 

0.5 

0.5 

5.6 

3.6 

4.1 

4.0 

4.S 

4.6 

3.0 

3.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100,0 

100.0 

100.0 

26.7 

29.8 

18,9 

32.7 

26.3 

30.1 

27.6 

29.4 

53.6 

60.6 

30.4 

36.8 

48.0 

55.9 

59.4 

64.3 

12.3 

6.3 

39,9 

25.3 

14.8 

8.8 

8.2 

4.1 

O.e 

0.5 

1,0 

0.9 

1.1 

0.7 

0.7 

0.4 

6.6 

2.8 

9,8 

4.3 

9,8 

4.5 

4.1 

1.8 

a/  Mothers  of  eligible  children  also  removed, 
b/    Outdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936, 
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Transfer  of  eligibles  would  have  slightly  reduced  the  proportion  of 
women  in  the  population  receiving  relief.    Almost  49  per  cent  of  those  re- 
ceiving unemployment  or  poor  relief  v/ere  female,  as  compared  v/ith  47  per 
cent  of  the  residual  population  after  eligibles  have  been  subtracted. 

Table  130.  -  Race-Sex  Distribution  of  all  Persons  Receiving  Relief 
Con^Jared  vrith  the  Race-Sex  Distribution  of  Relief  Persons 
after  the  Removal  a/  of  Those  Eligible  for  Assistance 
under  the  Provision's  of  the  Federal  Social  Security  Act, 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid 
Ifey  31,  1936  b/ 


DIRECT  FEDERAL 
THREE  OUTDOOR  UlEIJPLOnffiNT  VWRKS 

AGENCIES  POOR  RELIEF  RELIEF  PROGRAM? 

Total    Persons    Total    Persons    Total    Persons    Total  Persons 
Persons    after    Persons    after    Persons    after    Persons  after 
Removal  Removal  Removal  Removal 

of  of  of  of 

Eligibles  Eligibles  Eligibles  Eligibles 


Total  persons 


in  saji^sle 

151,455 

128,366 

5,380 

1,989 

57,895 

46,372 

88,180 

80,005 

PER 

C  E  N 

T 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

TJhite 

Uale 

45.2 

47.2 

40.8 

43.4 

43.1 

46.0 

46.8 

48.0 

Female 

42.5 

41.4 

52.8 

50.0 

41. S 

41.1 

42.2 

41.3 

Colored 

liale 

6.0 

5.9 

2.5 

1.6 

6.6 

6.1 

5.8 

5.9 

Female 

6.3 

5.5 

3.9 

3.0 

8.4 

6.8 

5.2 

4.8 

a/  Mothers  of  eligible  children  also  removed. 
V   Ovrtdoor  Poor  Relief,  July  31,  1936. 


Finally,  the  proportion  of  negroes  would  also  have  been  lovrer  if 
those  eligible  for  Old  Age,  Blind,  or  Mothers  Assistance  had  been  receiving 
these  grants  rather  than  uneirployment  relief  (See  Table  130). 


RACE 

AND 
SEX 


-155- 


APPENDIX  A 


IffiTHODS  USED  IN  OBTAINING  SAMPLE  OF  RELIEF  CASES  FOR  STUDY 

The  discussion  and  tables  presented  are,  for  the  most  part,  based  on 
samples  chosen  at  random  from  the  records  of  the  three  major  agencies  coiv- 
cerned  with  providing  relief  to  those  in  need.    Because  of  differences  in 
procedure,  and  the  types  of  records  kept,  some  difficulty  was  experienced 
in  obtaining  samples  which  would  be  comparable. 

Stmple  of  Direct  Unemployment  Relief  Cases.    The  sample  of  active 
Direct  Unemployment  Relief  cases  was  obtained  by  the  selection  of  every 
tenth  name  from  an  alphabetical  or  numerical  list  of  the  oases  of  each  re- 
lief visitor.    Since  visitors'  caseloads  do  not  often  come  in  multiples  of 
ten,  this  plan  might  have  resulted  in  the  loss  of  a  considerable  number  of 
cases  if  only  the  tenth,  tvrentieth,  thirtieth,  etc.,  cases  had  been  taken. 
To  avoid  this,  the  last  nane  on  the  visitor's  list  was  also  selected  euid 
marked  with  an  "X".    After  scheduling  the  entire  sample,  the  "X"  cases  were 
arranged  separately  and  sampled  by  coiuity,  a  sufficient  number  being  used 
to  accoiint  for  approximately  10  per  cent  of  the  caseload. 

The  samples  vfere  taken  simultaneously  in  the  district  offices  of  the 
Relief  Administration  at  the  close  of  business  on  May  29,  1936.    An  offi- 
cial memorandian  covered  the  procedure: 

COMMONWEALTH  OF  PENNSYLVANIA 
STATE  EMERGENCY  RELIEF  BOARD 
Harrisburg 

MEMORANDUM 

May  26,  1936 

TO:  EXECUTIVE  DIRECTORS  -  R-496 

COUMTY  SUPERVISORS  -  S-285 
COUNTY  STATISTICIAIJS-  RS-37 

SUBJECT:    A  STUDY  OF  THE  RELIEF  CASELOAD  BEING  UNDERTAKEN  BY 
TEE  GOVEPJfOR'S  COMMTTEE  ON  PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE  AND 
RELIEF,  SUPPLEMENT  TO  MEMORANDUM  #656,  DATED  3-27-36. 

The  sample  study  described  in  Memorandum  #656  will  be 
conducted  by  the  Governor's  Committee  to  cover  lOjS  of  the  Emer- 
gency Relief  Administration  caseload  as  of  May  29,  1936. 

The  sampling  will  be  made  by  the  Emergency  Relief  Ad- 
ministration but  the  Governor's  Committee  will  prepare  the  sched- 
ules and  do  ajiy  interviewing  necessary  to  secure  data  not  in^ 
eluded  on  Emergency  Relief  Administration  records  or  known  to 
members  of  the  relief  staff. 

The  saiDpling  will  be  made  as  follows: 

Lists  will  be  prepared  in  triplicate  in  the  district 
office  consisting  of  the  tenth  case  in  the  caseload  of  each 
Visitor  (taken  alphabetically)  as  of  May  29,  1936. 
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The  last  nair©  in  each  Visitor's  caseload  should  be 
included  in  the  sanple  whether  or  not  it  is  the  10th,  2C>th, 
30th,  etc.    This  name  will  in  each  instance  be  marked  vdth  an 
"x"  prefixed  by  the  number  it  represents  -  as  for  example  5x. 

The  names  should  be  listed  by  name,  case  number, 
•iddress,  political  sub-division  and  case  size. 

When  these  lists  are  completed,  they  should  be  turned 
over  to  the  Statistician  who  will  hold  them  \mtil  called  for  by 
a  representative  of  the  Governor's  Committee.    Two  copies  of  the 
list  will  be  p;iven  to  the  Governor's  Committee.    The  third  to  be 
retained  by  the  Statistician. 

The  cooperation  of  the  Local  Emergency  Relief  Adminis- 
tration will  be  extended  to  the  representative  of  the  Governor's 
Committee  in  making  case  records  available  and  arranging  for  con- 
ference with  Visitors  on  specific  cases  when  such  service  is  re- 
quested. 

Karl  de  Schweinitz 
Executive  Director 


Several  valuable  controls  were  available  which  enabled  the  Public  As- 
sistance Study  to  test  the  accuracy  of  the  sample,  and  it  is  believed  that  a 
representative  selection  was  obtained.    Table  A  gives  a  comparison,  by  county, 
of  the  total  relief  cases,  total  relief  persons,  and  total  relief  expenditures 
for  the  week  ending  May  30,  1936,  with  the  cases  and  persons  in  the  sample  and 
the  tabulated  total  of  weekly  relief  authorizations  obtained  for  the  sampled 
cases. 
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Sample  of  Relief  Cases  Dependent  on  V7orks  Program  Security  Vfages.  To 
^®  uniform  with  the  sanrole  of  "active"  Direct  Unenploynent  Relief  cases',  the 
iTorks  Program  san5)le  was  required  to  have  the  following  characteristics! 

1.  It  had  to  be  a  sample  of  "cases"  rather  than  persons. 
Insofar  as  possible,  no  family  should  have  more  op- 
portunity of  appearing  than  any  other  family. 

2.  It  had  to  be  a  sample  of  "active"  cases.    The  certi- 
fied worker  had  to  be  actually  working j  that  is, 
carried  on  project  rolls. 

3.  It  had  to  be  a  sample  taken  for  a  moment  in  time 
rather  than  a  sample  of  different  cases  or  persons 
active  at  some  time  or  other  during  a  period. 

4.  Since  the  ERA  sample  was  being  taken  on  May  29,  1936, 
the  Vtorks  Program  saDq)le  had  to  be  selected  as  close 
to  that  date  as  possible. 

5.  It  had  to  be  a  sample  of  all  relief  families  with 
workers  on  the  Program,  and  not  just  workers  on  projects 
operated  by  the  Works  Progress  Administration. 

A  strict  adherence  to  these  points  necessitated  the  selection  of  a  file  for 
saTT^ling  which  would  be  set  up  on  a  case  basis,  would  indicate  the  worker's 
status,  would  include  relief  workers  of  all  operating  agencies,  and  would  be 
as  free  as  possible  from  administrative  "lags"  due  to  the  filing  and  postine 
of  forms.  ° 

The  policy  of  the  Works  Progress  Administration  was  to  assign  one 
^vorker  from  each  case,  except  where  the  case  was  so  large  that  the  security 
■mges  of  the  certified  worker  were  not  sufficient  to  meet  the  needs  of  the 
case,    miere  this  situation  existed,  youths  from  the  case  could  be  assigned 
(on  a  one-third  time  basis)  in  addition  to  the  regular  worker.    This  deviation 
from  the  general  procedure  was  of  sufficient  importance  to  make  the  sairoling 
of  files  of  "individual"  workers  a  source  of  bias,  and,  since  the  majority  of 
the  forms  in  x.se,  such  as  Records  of  Earnings,  Assignment  Slips,  Time  Sheets, 
etc.,  TOre  on  an  individual  basis,  the  choice  of  the  proper  file  for  saimling 
had  to  be  limited  to  the  FERA  form  144,  the  case  card,  or  the  "Certifieatior 
of  Eligibility,"  Forms  FERA  600  (and  other  supplementary  forms  601,  602,  etc.), 

A  sanple  taken  from  payrolls  or  timesheets  had  the  additional  disad- 
vantage of  being  obtainable  only  with  considerable  labor.    It  would  have  been 
necessary,  before  sampling,  to  run  through  all  the  payrolls  and  time  sheets 
for  a  given  period,  and  to  select  only  the  workers  that  were  on  the  payrolls 
of  projects  on  the  san^ile  date.    The  staggering  of  payrolls  thus  would  have 
necessitated  the  examination  of  a  v©ry  considerable  number  of  documents,  since, 
to  obtain  a  sample  of  workers  on  May  29,  it  would  have  been  necessary  to  ex- 
amine all  payrolls  for  periods  beginning  anywhere  from  May  14,  to  the  date 
desired.    If  large  numbers  of  persons  were  being  released  and  reassigned  dur- 
ing the  period,  it  would  have  involved  running  through  their  names  more  than 

Furthermore,  all  supplementary  payrolls  would  need  to  be  included,  an 
additional  handicap  that  would  have  made  it  necessary  to  wait  at  least  three 
weeks  to  be  certain  that  all  the  documents  needed  wore  available. 

The  FERA  Form  144  was  thus  selected  and  the  following  instructions 
issued  to  the  supervisory  staff  of  the  Public  Assistance  Study: 
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"In  each  of  the  counties  it  will  be  necessary  to  obtain 
a  sample  of  all  famlies  working  on  "V^FA,"  "FvVA,"  or  "Other 
Federal  Projects."    IVe  plan  to  -et  this  by  sampling  a  por- 
tion of  the  "Working  File,"  of  the  FERA  Form  144's.  These 
files  are  set  up  by  county  and  political  subdivision  and 
arranged  by  case  name  or  number.    In  most  cases  each  group 
of  cards  vrithin  a  political  subdivision  is  subdivided  into 
two  sections.    One  section  contains  the  case  cards  of  all 
cases  in  v/hich  at  least  one  employable  member  of  the  case 
is  actually  working  on  WPA  or  other  Federal  projects.  In 
the  other  section  are  contained  the  case  cards  of  all  cases 
in  vfhich  one  meiriber  is  awaiting  reassignment.    It  is  the 
first  section  only  in  which  we  are  interested  and  from  v/hich 
the  sample  is  to  be  taken.    These  files  in  most  instances 
are  located  in  the  District  offices  of  the  Works  Progress 
Administration.    Letters  will  have  been  sent  to  the  District 
Directors  infonning  them  of  your  visit  and  asking  them  to 
cooperate  with  you.    Since  it  largely  depends  on  their  vri.ll- 
ingness  to  permit  you  to  do  this  sampling,  it  is  extremely 
desirable  that  you  explain  the  purpose  of  the  study  and  the 
importance  of  obtaining  the  sample  \iniformly  throughout  the 
state." 

A  comparison  of  county  totals  for  the  Federal  Vforks  Program  with  the 
Public  Assistance  sample  is  not  possible,  since  reports  by  districts  or 
counties  for  all  operating  agencies  are  on  the  basis  of  the  nianber  of  differ- 
ent persons  employed  throughout  a  month  or  a  payroll  period.    The  number  vrorb 
ing  on  a  given  day  is  obtained  and  reported,  hovjever,  for  the  State  as  a 
whole,  so  that  some  comparison  is  possible. 

Total  Relief  Workers  on  Works  Program  Payroll 

tlay  30,  1936  a/   230,694 

Public  Assistance  Saa^jle  of  Works  Program 

Cases   22,377 


a/    KEC  Form  209;  does  not  include  CCC  or  OTA. 

The  sample  vreis,  therefore,  somev/hat  smaller  than  the  desired  10  per 
cent  (9,7  per  cent),  a  difference  due  in  part  to  the  "lag"  in  the  files.  A 
larger  number  of  cases  were  sampled  than  the  22,377  indicated,  but  some  were 
discarded  after  investigation  because  the  schedules  themselves  indicated  that 
the  workers  had  not  been  employed  on  projects  when  the  sample  was  taken. 

Transfers  from  direct  relief  to  the  Works  Program  require  three  weeks 
to  become  fully  effective.    An  assigned  worker  is  kept  on  direct  relief  rolls 
for  that  period  to  enable  him  to  accumulate  earnings  enough  to  support  his 
family.    There  is,  thus,  an  overlapping  of  the  direct  and  work  relief  case- 
loads which,  during  the  early  part  of  the  V/orks  Program,  was  large.    On  the 
san5)ling  date,  however,  assignments  had  decreased  to  a  poinr  where  the  pos- 
sible duplication  was  so  small  that  it  could  be  neglected  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  totals. 

Sample  of  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  Cases.    In  dealing  with  the  Works  Pro- 
gress Administration  and  the  State  Eiifflrg"ency  Relief  Administration,  it  was 
possible  to  depend  on  uniformity  of  files  and  definition  throughout  the  State 
The  Poor  Districts,  however,  presented  a  distinctly  different  problem.  No 
standard  system  of  filing  existed,  and,  in  a  few  districts,  there  were  no 
files  of  any  sort  which  were  suitable  for  sampling.    Furthermore,  there  were 
425  districts,  some  county-wide,  some  comprising  a  township  or  the  section 
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of  a  city,  some  evon  extending  across  coimty  borders.    Uo  reliable  saiT5>le 
v/as  possible  unless  a  certain  amount  of  uniformity  vtes  first  introduced  into 
the  records  sampled.    This  v/as  acconplished  by  the  creation  of  3  x  5  alpha- 
betical card  files  or  lists  of  active  cases  ''or  counties  where  the  township 
or  borough  system  was  in  existence,  and  the  checking  off  of  inactive  cases 
in  counties  vrhere  there  trere  central  files  which  included  all  cases  "known" 
to  the  directors  or  overseers  in  charge*    Vifhen  the  desired  degree  of  uni- 
formity existed,  these  county  lists  or  cards  were  sampled  by  the  selection 
of  every  tenth  case,  the  procedure  followed  being  similar  to  that  used  with 
the  other  two  agencies.    Samples  of  almshouse  oases,  and  corqjlete  lists  of 
foster  children  under  the  supervision  of  the  district,  were  prepared  at  the 
same  time. 

Since  definition  of  the  "case"  tended  to  vary  somevrtiat  from  district 
to  district,  the  following  units  were  used: 

"The  family  or  the  unattached  adult  living  either  in 
his  own  home  or  boarded  in  a  foster  home  vri.  11  be  con- 
sidered the  unit  in  the  study  of  outdoor  relief  cases. 
The  individual  inmate  of  the  almshouse  is  to  be  the 
unit  in  the  study  of  almshouse  cases.    The  individual 
child  residing  in  a  foster  home  will  be  the  unit  in 
the  study  of  the  care  of  foster  children. 

An  active  case  is  one  receiving  one  of  the  above 
forms  of  assistance  from  the  Poor  District  on  a  given 
date  . 

Foster  care  refers  to  care  av/ay  from  the  individual's 
own  home,  either  in  a  foster  home  or  an  institution. 

A  foster  home  is  a  private  family  home  where  child 
or  adult  receives  care  and  lodging." 

Unfortunately,  it  v;as  not  possible  to  sair5)le  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  as  o 
the  same  date  used  for  the  other  two  caseloads.    A  certain  amount  of  error 
was,  therefore,  introduced,  v/hich,  however,  was  not  large.    In  407  districts 
7/here  fig\iros  v/ere  obtainable  for  both  May  31,  1936  and  July  31,  1936,  there 
had  been  a  2.5  per  cent  decrease  in  the  caseloads,  and,  while  this  is  not 
conclusive  evidence  that  turnover  had  not  changed  the  composition,  an  exam- 
ination of  the  date  of  last  opening  showed  that  187  cases  out  of  the  2,505 
Outdoor  Poor  PLelief  cases  sampled  (7,5  per  cent)  had  been  opened  between  the 
trro  dates.    In  the  tables  appearing  in  the  text,  when  it  was  believed  that 
this  time  difference  v/ould  have  a  marked  effect  on  the  characteristic  under 
discussion,  no  totals  for  the  three  agencies  are  presented. 
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Table  A.  -  Total  Direct  Unonployment  Selief  Cases, 
Persons  and  Expenditures  for  Relief  Grants, 
Compared  ■nlth  Relief  Cases  and  Persons  in  the  Public  Assistance  3anple, 
and  the  Total  of  Weekly  Relief  Authorization  Reported  for  Then; 

by  Counties 


TOTAL  DIRECT  RELIEF  CASES,  RELIEF  CASES,  PERSONS,  and  TOTAL 

PERSONS  Alv'D  EXPEN'DITURES  OF  77EEKLY  RELIEF  AUTHORIZATIONS 

REPORTED  FOR  HfEKK  ENDIIIG  FOR  PUBLIC  ASSISTAI-;CE  SAMPLE 

COUIJTY   May  30,  1936   ^  

Cases      Persons    Expenditures  Relief  Relief 

on            on               for  Cases      Persons       Total  of 

Relief    Relief         Relief  in             in         Weekly  Relief 

Rolls      Rolls           Grants*  Sample    Sample  Authorizations 


rotal  174,209    582,079    $1,240,305.11    17,221    57,895  $127,621 


Adams 

256 

1,256 

1,406.23 

26 

128 

175 

Allegheny 

29,109 

96,555 

225,683.08 

2,908 

9,145 

22,100 

Armstrong 

890 

3,474 

5,570.77 

87 

352 

629 

Beaver 

1,791 

5,947 

11-926.64 

172 

556 

1,110 

Bedford 

331 

1,446 

1,857.08 

35 

177 

246 

Berks 

2,731 

8,482 

18,127.01 

272 

784 

1,659 

Blair 

1,413 

5,420 

9,320.96 

141 

577 

1,011 

Bradford 

217 

920 

1,407.11 

21 

112 

137 

Bucks 

585 

2,129 

3,103,95 

58 

226 

392 

Butler 

870 

3,356 

5,240.50 

87 

373 

636 

Canbria 

2,781 

10,777 

18,442.95 

295 

1,194 

1,958 

CaTneron 

20 

75 

163.25 

2 

9 

16 

Carbon 

491 

2,148 

2,534.08 

46 

214 

399 

Centre 

453 

1,783 

3,839.18 

45 

183 

274 

Chester 

731 

2,751 

4,172.17 

73 

290 

334 

Clarion 

233 

952 

1,174.07 

24 

77 

1S6 

Clearfield 

1,875 

7,922 

12,154,36 

188 

775 

1,254 

Clinton 

225 

854 

1,115,76 

21 

78 

126 

Columbia 

453 

1,824 

2,630.55 

46 

157 

283 

Cravrf'ord 

1,225 

4,444 

6,257,30 

121 

441 

651 

Cumberland 

460 

1,760 

3,043,59 

46 

157 

251 

Dauphin 

2,086 

7,141 

11,443.84 

209 

745 

1,313 

De laware 

875 

3,246 

6,497,24 

88 

374 

672 

Elk 

184 

682 

1,401.73 

18 

71 

105 

Erie 

3,687 

10,848 

20,035.95 

351 

1,118 

2,324 

Fayette 

4,519 

15,481 

26,085,73 

461 

1,528 

2,991 

Forest 

61 

257 

298.10 

7 

28 

45 

Franklin 

461 

1,871 

3,126,46 

46 

157 

243 

Fulton 

108 

477 

392,23 

11 

43 

NA«* 

Greene 

584 

2,149 

3,839,36 

58 

205 

338 

*    Excludes  expenditures  for  administration,  commodity  distribution  and 

special  programs. 
♦*  Not  Available. 
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Table  A.  -  Total  Direct  Unenployment  Relief  Cases, 
Persons  and  Expenditures  for  Relief  Grants, 
Compared  with  Relief  Cases  and  Persons  in  the  Public  Assistance  Sample, 
and  the  Total  of  \"eekly  Relief  Authorization  Reported  for  Then; 
by  Counties  (Continued) 


TOTAL  DIRECT  RELIEF  CASES,      RELIEF  CASES,  PERSOIIS,  and  TOTAL 
PERSOIIS  AlID  EXPEIIDITURES         OF  VJESKLY  RELIEF  AUTHORIZATIOIK 


REPORTED  FOR 

V/EEK  EiroiHG 

FOR 

PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE  SAMPLE 

COUUTY 

May  30 

,  1936 

Cases 

Persons 

Exp  0  nd  i  "fc  ur  9  s 

Relief 

Relief 

on 

on 

for 

Cases 

Persons 

Total  of 

Relief 

Relief 

Relief 

in 

in 

Weekly  Relief 

Rolls 

Rolls 

Gre.Ti'fcs* 

Sample 

Sample 

Authorizations 

xiunx  inguon 

310 

1,177 

oc 

131 

$218 

Indiana 

1,020 

4,118 

6,753,85 

102 

406 

680 

Jefferson 

905 

3,884 

6,938.41 

80 

346 

585 

Juniata 

134 

583 

1,466.01 

13 

59 

98 

Lackaimnna 

9,127 

55,373.10 

865 

3,091 

6,124 

XjclXlUcLo 

1,877 

5,956 

J.OC 

633 

1,234  : 

Lawrence 

1,916 

6,180 

13,370.81 

192 

636 

1,408 

Lebanon 

439 

1,774 

3,152.44 

44 

184 

318 

Lehigh 

3,275 

12,377 

18,597.86 

328 

1,279 

2,530 

Luzerne 

11,020 

45,338 

87.745,00 

1,102 

4,680 

10,265 

Lycoming 

1,161 

3,924 

7  14P.7fi 

116 

364 

661 

KcKean 

447 

1,597 

2, 355.06 

45 

176 

308 

Mercer 

1,259 

4,278 

9,977.32 

126 

387 

785 

Mifflin 

823 

3,484 

6,459.43 

83 

363 

593 

Honroe 

286 

1,135 

2,044.G0 

28 

108 

198 

Montgomery 

743 

3,144 

74. 

327 

515 

Montour 

131 

453 

686.31 

13 

40 

78 

Northampton 

1,957 

7,246 

11,758.50 

196 

775 

1,467 

Northumber lands , 008 

11,519 

20,098.30 

302 

1,155 

2,128 

Perry 

105 

455 

438.91 

11 

53 

82 

Philadelphia 

58,843 

169,721 

16,802 

45,404 

Pike 

50 

185 

394.39 

5 

25 

47 

Potter 

169 

678 

958.47 

17 

61 

77 

Schuylkill 

4,273 

13,768 

33,802.28 

428 

1,394 

2,876 

Snyder 

227 

856 

1,053.66 

23 

73 

129 

Somerset 

1,461 

6,138 

IDO 

692 

1,036 

Sullivan 

52 

240 

510.45 

5 

11 

27 

Susquehanna 

398 

1,577 

2,566,29 

40 

145 

298 

Tioga 

240 

896 

1,063.20 

23 

75 

121 

Union 

133 

553 

605.22 

14 

57 

83 

Venango 

836 

3,140 

6,513.74 

84 

333 

587 

Warren 

282 

1,191 

1,654.00 

28 

123 

196 

Washington 

2,319 

7,246 

12,115.85 

233 

716 

1,330 

Vfeyne 

394 

1,517 

4,285.66 

36 

157 

276 

TTestmoreland 

3,351 

12,148 

20,718.95 

336 

1,241 

",240 

'lYyoming 

147 

579 

745.36 

15 

63 

95 

York 

1,386 

4,292 

9,417.05 

139 

461 

716 

*    Excludes  expenditures  for  administration,  commodity  distribution  and 
special  programs. 
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Table  D.  -  Total  Outdoor  Poor  Eelief  Cases 
and  Ctrtdoor  Poor  Relief  Cases  in  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Sample; 

by  County 


.Till  T 

Cases  in 

Cases  in 

COUSTY 

Total 

Public 

COUI.TY 

Total 

Public 

Cases 

Assistance 
Sample 

Cases 

Assistance 
Sample 

Total 

26,373 

2,505 

Lackav/anna  b/ 
Lancaster 

1,469 

189 

133 
IS 

A  H  fiTTlR 

XX  vj.      I  i  lO 

111 

12 

LavTence 

483 

48 

Allephsnv 

2,421 

242 

Lebanon 

400 

40 

Armstrong 

156 

16 

Lehigh 

740 

72 

Beaver 

401 

41 

Luzerne 

1,267 

123 

Bedford 

223 

22 

Lycoming 

451 

43 

Berks 

1,240 

125 

I.teKean 

391 

36 

Elair 

601 

59 

Uercer 

809 

79 

Bradford 

316 

33 

Mifflin 

109 

12 

Bucks 

20 

s 

Monroe 

176 

17 

Butler 

419 

42 

I'ontgomery 

596 

54 

Cambria 

238 

24 

Wont our 

47 

5 

Cameron 

49 

5 

Northampton 

873 

87 

Carbon  a/ 

411 

39 

II 0  rt  humb  e  r  1  and 

973  c/ 
35 

34 

Centre 

219 

21 

Perry 

4 

Chester 

105 

11 

Philadelphia 

357 

33 

Clarion 

53 

6 

Pike 

38 

4 

Clearfield 

642 

65 

Potter 

89 

9 

Clinton 

241 

25 

Schuylkill 

904 

84 

Colujiibia 

315 

30 

Snyder 

61 

8 

Crawford 

338 

34 

Somerset 

253 

25 

Cumberland 

190 

19 

Sullivan 

60 

6 

Dauphin 

520 

50 

S  us  (^uehanna 

116 

10 

Delaware 

1,090 

108 

Tioga 

56 

5 

Elk 

120 

12 

Union 

94 

10 

Crie 

597 

57 

Venango 

193 

20 

Fayette 

no 

12 

Warren 

249 

25 

Forest 

27 

3 

V/ashin'^ton 

754 

76 

Franklin 

788 

63 

V^ayne 

94 

10 

Fulton 

12 

2 

V/estmoreland 

60S  c/ 
143 

54 

Greene 

122 

13 

Wyoming 

15 

Huntingdon 

118 

10 

York 

600 

53 

Indiana 

210 

20 

Jefferson 

226 

23 

Juniata 

49 

5 

e7    Includes  330  cases  in  Middle  Coalfield  Poor  District  which  extends  into 
Luzerne  County, 

b/    Includes  204  cases  in  Pittston-Jenkins  Poor  District  which  extends  into 

Luzerne  County, 
c/  Estimated. 
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Table  C.  -  Total  Persons  in  Almshouses 
and  Almshouse  Inmates  in  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Sample} 

by  County 
July  31,  1936 


Cases  in  Cases  in 

CODMTY  Total         Public  COUMTY  Total  Public 

Cases      Assistance  Cases  Assistance 

Sample  Sample 


Total 

12,830 

1,181 

Adams 

90 

8 

Allogheny 

1,878 

189 

Arms'troiig 

77 

8 

U  ^       V  V  X 

203 

21 

Bedford 

65 

7 

Borks 

320 

32 

Blair 

156 

16 

121 

13 

158 

16 

But lor 

140 

14 

288 

29 

368 

39 

Centre 

19 

2 

Che ster 

141 

IS 

Clarion 

54 

6 

Clearfield 

145 

15 

Clinton 

15 

2 

Columbia 

32 

4 

Crawford 

110 

11 

Cumberland 

96 

10 

Dauphin 

290 

29 

Delaware 

256 

26 

Slk 

98 

10 

Erie 

270 

27 

Fayette 

316 

0 

Forest 

17 

2 

Franklin 

212 

22 

Fulton* 

Greene 

77 

9 

Huntingdon 

0 

0 

Indiana 

140 

14 

Jefferson 

125 

13 

Juniata* 

Lackawanna  b^ 

504 

52 

Lancaster 

210 

21 

Lawrence 

125 

13 

Lebanon 

180 

18 

Lehich 

310 

31 

Luzerne 

478 

48 

Lycoming 

86 

9 

McKean 

96 

10 

Mercer 

119 

12 

Mifflin 

78 

9 

Monroe 

70 

7 

Montgomery 

207 

21 

Montour 

16 

2 

Northampton 

405 

21 

Northumberland 

74 

9 

Perry 

36 

4 

Philadelphia 

1,377 

138 

Pike* 

- 

- 

Potter 

67 

7 

Schuylkill 

520 

50 

Snyder* 

- 

- 

Somerset 

116 

12 

Sullivan* 

Susquehanna 

29 

3 

Tioga 

99 

8 

Union* 

Venango 

70 

7 

Warren 

144 

15 

Washingjton  c/ 

452 

0 

V/ayne  ~ 

10 

1 

Yfestmoreland  d/ 

448 

0 

Wyoming*  " 

York 

224 

24 

*      There  are  no  Almshouses  in  these  countios. 

a/    Includes  366  cases  in  Middle  Coalfield  Poor  District  which  extends  into 
~      Luzerne  County. 

b/    Includes  103  cases  in  Pittston-Jenkins  Poor  District  which  extends  into 
~     Luzerne  County, 

2/    Information  was  refused.    Figure  used  was  obtained  from  Directors  of  the 

Poor  report  of  December  31,  1936. 
d^    Information  was  refused.    Figure  used  was  obtained  from  Department  of 

Vfelfare.    Report  of  July  31,  1936. 
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Table  II.  -  Peraons  in  Poimaylvnniti  Public  Assistanco  Sainplo 
Fifteen  Years  old  and  over; 
by  Acenoy  Providing  Aid,  and  by  Sex,  and  Marital  Status 


SEX  AND 
MARITAL  STATUS 


Three  AF;enoie8  Outdoor  Poor  Relief  Direot  UnejnplovmBnt  Relief         Federal  Vi'orks  Prorxan 


Both  Soxos  fifteen 
years  old  and  over 

Sinelo 

Married 

•.Tidoned 

Divoroed 

SoparatoJ 

Hales  fifteen  .^-ears 
old  and  over 

Sincle 

Uarriod 

77idowed 

Divoroed 

Separated 


97,248 
32,639 

50,589 
8,395 
739 
4,896 


50,148 
20,071 
25,34C 

2,510 
331 

1,794 


3,G23 
674 
1,291 
1,145 

40 
273 


1,426 
459 
623 
268 
17 
58 


36,178 
11,731 
17,048 

3,792 
360 

2,C17 


17,809 
C,937 
8,835 
1,057 

157 
813 


57,447 
20,004 
31,C50 

3,448 
339 

2,006 


30,914 
12,675 
15,884 
1.275 
157 
923 


Females  fifteen 
years  old  and  over 

Single 

Harried 

Viidowod 

Divorced 

Sep**rated 


47,100 
12,558 
25,247 

5,775 
408 

3,102 


2,198 
415 
668 
877 
23 
215 


le,3G9 
4,824 
8,813 
2,725 
203 
1,804 


26,533 
7,329 

15,736 
2,173 

182 
1,083 


Table  III.  -  Persons  in  Poansylvania  Public  Assistanco  Sampler 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  and  by  Sex,  and  Nativity 


SDC 
AND 

NATIVITY  Three  Agenoios         Outdoor  Poor  Relief         Direct  Unenploynent  Relief         Federal  VJorks  Program 


Both  Sexes 

151,455 

5,380 

57,895 

Native  Bom 

135,557 

4,629 

51,157 

ForeiL'^i  Bom 

15,798 

751 

6,738 

Males 

77,484 

2,327 

20,796 

Native  Bora 

68,854 

1,993 

25,127 

Foreign  Bom 

8,530 

334 

3,G59 

Femles 

73,971 

3,053 

29,099 

Native  Bom 

56,803 

2,636 

26,030 

Foreign  Bora 

7.1S8 

417 

3,069 

88,180 
79,871 
8,309 

4G,3G1 
41,734 
4,627 

41,819 
38,137 
3,682 


Table  VI,  -  Persons  in  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Sample; 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  and  by  Sex,  and  Race 


SEX 

RACE 

Throe  Agonoies 

Outdoor  Poor  Relief 

Direct  Unomploymant  Relief 

Fcdornl  V/orks  Prof^rom 

Both  Sexes 
nhito 
negro 
Others 

T^los 
V/hite 
llegro 
Others 

Fonalos 
rmite 
Negro 
Others 


151,455 
132,728 
13,573 
149 

77,484 
68,418 
8,969 
97 

73,971 
64,310 
9,609 
62 


5,380 
5,034 

330 
10 

2,327 
2,193 
130 
4 

3,053 
2,841 

206 
6 


57,895 
49,178 
8, COG 
51 

28,796 
24,936 
3,820 
32 

29,099 
24,242 
4,838 
19 


88,180 
73,516 
9,576 

88 

46,361 
41,289 
5,011 

61 

41,819 
37,227 
4,565 

27 
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Table  V.  -  Persons  In  Pennsyl-Ttmia  Public  Asalstonoe  Sample 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  and  by  Sex,  Race  and  A^o  Class 


RACE  AIH)  THREE  AGENCIES 

ACE  CLASS  3oth 

sexeo      t^le  Fenale 


OOTDOOR  KOTl  BELIEF  DIRECT  m.ELyLOYI.Ein'  RELIEF  FEDERAL  TIDRJS  FROGRAU 
Both  Sotli 

seMS      I!ale      Fomle        se^os      :iale      Fomale       sexes      i'ale  Female 


All  Hints 

persons 


132,728    66,418    64,310       5,034    2,193      2,841       40,178    24,936    24,242      78,516    41,289  37,227 


Under-5 
5-9 
10-14 
16-19 
20-24 
25-29 
SO-34 
35-39 
40-44 
45-49 
50-64 
55-59 
50-64 
65-69 
70-74 
75-79 
80-34 
85-89 
90  and 
over 


13,825 
16,104 
18,113 
15,882 
10,818 
7,881 
7,022 
7,575 
7,385 
7,035 
C,133 
4,769 
3,942 
3,003 
1,788 
825 
331 
132 

23 
42 


7,051 
8,173 
9,020 
8,161 
5,665 
4,041 
3,476 
3,747 
3,766 
3,712 
3,466 
2,588 
2,181 
1,710 
946 
399 
131 
55 


6,774 

372 

138 

174 

5,389 

2,741 

2; 

,548 

8,064 

4,112 

3,952 

7,931 

603 

307 

296 

6,162 

3,163 

2, 

,999 

9,339 

4,703 

9,093 

643 

330 

313 

7,000 

3,476 

3 

,524 

10,470 

5,214 

5,256 

7,721 

306 

141 

165 

5,576 

2,813 

2 

,863 

9,900 

5,207 

5,153 

39 

69 

3,512 

1,569 

1 

,843 

7,198 

3,957 

3^241 

3,840 

130 

32 

98 

2,596 

1,293 

1 

,403 

5,055 

2,716 

2,339 

3,546 

184 

44 

140 

2,584 

1,231 

1 

,353 

4,254 

2,201 

3,928 

200 

51 

149 

^ 

533 

4,556 

2,410 

2,246 

3,619 

161 

48 

103 

2,813 

1)434 

1 

,384 

4,416 

2,284 

2,132 

3,323 

143 

48 

95 

2,560 

1,36C 

1 

,194 

4,332 

2,298 

2,034 

2,667 

176 

72 

104 

2,207 

1,255 

952 

3,750 

2,139 

1,611 

2,081 

213 

77 

136 

1,735 

997 

738 

2,821 

1,614 

1,207 

1,761 

356 

125 

231 

1,582 

878 

704 

2,004 

1,178 

826 

1,293 

S12 

214 

298 

1,235 

719 

516 

1,256 

777 

479 

842 

505 

254 

251 

761 

401 

350 

532 

291 

241 

42  f, 

264 

142 

122 

295 

146 

150 

266 

112 

154 

200 

103 

44 

59 

95 

44 

51 

133 

43 

90 

77 

64 

22 

32 

34 

12 

22 

44 

21 

23 

15 

6 

3 

3 

9 

2 

7 

8 

3 

5 

20 

5 

2 

3 

IS 

11 

8 

18 

9 

9 

All  colored 


persons 

13,727 

9, 

,OGC 

9,CC1 

346 

134 

Under-5 

1,951 

960 

991 

39 

17 

S-S 

2,169 

1, 

,104 

1,035 

52 

10-14 

2,025 

1, 

,028 

997 

46 

15.19 

1,606 

770 

912 

15 

5 

20-24 

1,307 

610 

777 

4 

1 

25-29 

l,f50 

642 

908 

21 

3 

30.34 

1,431 

637 

794 

13 

2 

35-30 

1,791 

8C5 

926 

18 

3 

40.4-1 

1,329 

686 

644 

10 

45-40 

1,040 

530 

510 

C 

1 

60-5'l 

772 

409 

363 

C 

1 

55-60 

562 

302 

280 

18 

7 

50-64 

404 

217 

187 

18 

6 

65-69 

272 

142 

130 

27 

e 

70-74 

175 

89 

86 

31 

16 

75-79 

61 

27 

24 

12 

5 

80.  o4 

15 

9 

6 

4 

4 

85-o0 

14 

5 

9 

3 

2 

90  and 

o-Ter 

2 

2 

Un]3loTm 

59 

29 

30 

1 

;i2 

8,717 

3,8C0 

4,857 

9,664 

5,072 

4,592 

22 

1,000 

502 

507 

903 

441 

462 

1,1E5 

589 

565 

982 

486 

494 

26 

1,002 

516 

486 

975 

489 

486 

10 

807 

365 

442 

866 

406 

460 

586 

213 

373 

797 

390 

401 

18 

083 

220 

463 

846 

419 

427 

11 

643 

241 

402 

776 

394 

381 

15 

727 

287 

440 

1,045 

575 

471 

8 

568 

224 

344 

751 

459 

292 

5 

442 

190 

262 

592 

339 

253 

320 

148 

172 

446 

260 

186 

11 

271 

117 

154 

293 

178 

115 

12 

191 

94 

97 

195 

117 

78 

19 

139 

CO 

73 

106 

68 

38 

15 

99 

53 

46 

45 

20 

25 

C 

29 

16 

13 

10 

5 

5 

8 

3 

5 

3 

1 

1 

7 

3 

4 

4 

4 

2 

2 

1 

20 

13 

16 

20 

16 

13 

Table  VT.  -  Persons  in  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Sample 
Fifteen  Years  old  and  over  by  Agency  Providing  Aid, 
and  by  Pace  and  I'arital  Status 


RACE  Al^  TIlREI:  ageixies 

.'■ARITAL  Eoth 

STATUS  S05:es      ::alo  Fepfile 


tlilte  persons 


Single 

"arried 

171d0Tved 

Divorced 

Soparatec 


29,232 
44,778 

6,862 
666 

3,148 


18,051 
22,409 

2,220 
306 

1,168 


Colored  persons 

16  years  and 

over  12,562 


Single 

I'arripd 

'.7ido-.ved 

Divorced 

Separatee 


3,407 
5,811 
1,523 
73 
1,746 


5,974 

2,020 
2,933 

390 
25 

606 


11,161 
22,360 

4,642 
360 

1,960 


1,367 
2,870 
1,133 
46 
1,142 


OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF 
Eoth 

sezos      "ale  Fenale 


DIRECT  ci;E?jrLOYmrr  reli:-;f 

r;oth 

sexes      Itle  Forale 


FEDERAL  V/OPJ^  PP.OGRAK 
Both 

ser.cs      '^ale  Feimle 


3, 

,416 

1,156 

2,066 

30,627 

15, 

,556 

15,071 

50,643 

27, 

,260 

23,383 

830 

439 

391 

10,251 

6 

,126 

4,126 

18,151 

11, 

,486 

6,665 

1, 

,237 

506 

641 

15,636 

7 

,825 

7,813 

27,903 

13,988 

13,915 

1, 

,074 

253 

821 

2,877 

894 

1,983 

2,911 

1, 

,073 

1,838 

39 

17 

22 

318 

150 

168 

309 

139 

170 

236 

53 

1E3 

1,643 

561 

982 

1,369 

574 

795 

207 

67 

140 

5,551 

2 

,253 

3,298 

6,804 

3, 

,664 

3,150 

44 

20 

24 

1,516 

811 

699 

1,853 

1 

,189 

664 

54 

27 

27 

2,010 

1 

,010 

1,000 

3,747 

1, 

,896 

1,861 

71 

15 

56 

915 

173 

742 

537 

202 

335 

1 

1 

42 

7 

35 

30 

18 

12 

37 

5 

32 

1,074 

252 

822 

637 

349 

268 
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Table  VII,  -  Cases  in  Pennsylvania  Publio  Assistance  Sample 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid  and  by  Number  of  Persons  in  Case 


NUMBER  OF 
FERSOMS  IH 

CASE  Throe  Agencies      Outdoor  Poor  Relief 


Total 

42,103 

2,505 

One  person 

9,602 

1,295 

Two  persons 

7,626 

583 

Throe  persons 

6,640 

209 

Pour  persons 

6,569 

156 

Five  persons 

4,237 

106 

Six  persons 

2,986 

55 

Seron  persons 

2,089 

62 

Eight  persons 

1,449 

26 

Nine  persons 

872 

9 

Ten  persons 

633 

7 

Over  ten  persons 

508 

7 

Direct  Unemployment  Relief      Federal  Works  Program 


17,221 

22,377 

4,946 

3,361 

3,170 

3,873 

2,446 

3,983 

1,965 

3,438 

1,544 

2,587 

1,094 

1,839 

753 

1,284 

SE3 

870 

S46 

515 

224 

302 

176 

325 

Table  VTII,  -  Cases  in  PonnsylTnnia  Public  Assistance  Sample, 
by  number  of  Children  under  Sixteen  Years  of  Age  and 
by  Number  of  Persons  in  Case  for  Each  of  the  Throe  Af,encies  Studied 


miMBER  OF 

FEHSOIIS  M 

Total 

No 

One 

Tiro 

Three 

Four 

Five 

Six 

Over  S 

CASE 

Cases 

Children 

Child 

Children  Children 

Children 

Children 

Childron 

Childr< 

OUTDOOR 

POO 

R 

R  E  L  I  E 

F 

Total 

2,505 

1 ,847 

182 

143 

142 

76 

52 

37 

21 

One  person 

1,295 

1,292 

3 

Tuo  persons 

583 

485 

95 

3 

Three  persons 

209 

57 

65 

85 

2 

* 

- 

- 

- 

Four  persons 

156 

11 

12 

46 

86 

1 

Five  persons 

106 

1 

2 

11 

44 

47 

1 

* 

Six  persons 

55 

" 

4 

2 

7 

16 

2C 

* 

Seven  persons 

52 

1 

1 

1 

3 

9 

20 

17 

Eight  persons 

Nine  persons 

9 

1 

6 

2 

Ten  persons 

7 

1 

6 

Over  ten  persons 

7 

7 

D  1 

I!  E  C  T    U  N  E 

M  P  L 

0 

y  V  E  N  T 

R  E  L  I  E 

F 

Total 

17,221 

8,028 

2,725 

2,031  1 

,513 

95G 

642 

371 

350 

Ono  person 

4,946 

4,945 

1 

Two  persons 

3,170 

2,601 

569 

Three  persons 

2,440 

694 

1,415 

339 

Four  persons 

1,955 

274 

426 

1,002 

133 

Five  persons 

1,544 

85 

191 

328 

841 

99 

Si:c  persons 

1,094 

21 

80 

1S7 

204 

520 

42 

Seven  persons 

753 

7 

20 

03 

140 

157 

317 

12 

Eight  persons 

553 

1 

11 

20 

54 

108 

138 

213 

8 

Nine  persons 

348 

2 

0 

20 

43 

83 

72 

115 

Ten  persons 

224 

1 

7 

10 

45 

50 

103 

Over  ten  persons 

176 

1 

3 

] 

6 

17 

24 

124 

FEDERAL 

j;  0  R 

K 

S     I'  R  0  C 

RAW 

Total 

22,377 

9,441 

4,32? 

3,330  2 

,203 

1,406 

823 

467 

380 

One  person 

3,361 

3,361 

Two  persons 

3,873 

3,564 

309 

Three  persons 

3,963 

1,422 

2,380 

161 

Four  persons 

3,438 

609 

786 

1,886 

77 

Five  persons 

2,587 

284 

483 

579  1 

,211 

30 

Six  persons 

1,839 

91 

226 

374 

371 

7G6 

11 

Seven  persons 

1,284 

25 

107 

200 

290 

243 

406 

8 

Eight  persons 

870 

2 

22 

78 

158 

203 

176 

231 

Nino  persons 

515 

3 

9 

23 

61 

101 

114 

103 

101 

Ten  persons 

302 

1 

7 

28 

37 

79 

65 

85 

Over  ten  persons 

325 

4 

2 

7 

21 

37 

60 

194 

-170. 


Table  U.  -  Cases  In  PennsylTajiia  Public  Assistance  Sample 
by  number  of  Persons  Slxty-flTO  Years  old  and  over 

 and  by  Kunber  of  Persons  in  Case,  for  Each  of  the  Three  Agenoles  Studied  

NtaiBEE  OF  t  A  S  b  fe'  "  l~\f  C"  L'  tf  b  I  S  G 

PEESOKS  IN  Total  lio  a^ed  One  a^ed  Two  or  raoro 

CAS3  Cases  persons  person  aged  persons 


nrrPTYViD  pnriD  rtttvp 

Tcrcal 

2«50d 

1(336 

l,02o 

246 

One  person 

1.295 

472 

823 

- 

Two  persons 

585 

217 

144 

222 

Three  persons 

209 

1S6 

32 

21 

Pour  persons 

156 

138 

15 

3 

Five  persons 

106 

103 

3 

Six  persons 

55 

52 

3 

Seven  persons 

52 

50 

2 

Eight  persons 

26 

25 

1 

Bine  persons 

9 

9 

Ten  persons 

T 

Over  ten  persons 

7 

7 

Total 

17,221 

14,936 

1  872 

413 

One  person 

4,946 

4,132 

814 

- 

Two  persons 

3,170 

2,447 

456 

267 

Three  persons 

2,448 

2,149 

214 

66 

Four  persons 

1«965 

1,900 

137 

28 

Fire  persons 

1,544 

1,429 

96 

19 

Six  persons 

1,094 

Seven  persons 

753 

718 

32 

3 

Eight  persons 

Nine  persons 

348 

332 

ifi 

Ten  persons 

214 

8 

Over  ten  persons 

176 

164 

12 

~ 

TotaJ. 

ddiOl f 

20,317 

352 

One  person 

3,361 

3,192 

169 

Tto  persons 

3,873 

3,270 

491 

112 

Three  persons 

3,983 

3,541 

325 

117 

Pour  persons 

3,438 

3,139 

247 

52 

rive  persons 

2,567 

2,368 

195 

24 

Six  persons 

1,839 

1,723 

100 

16 

Seven  persons 

1,284 

1,197 

72 

15 

Eight  persons 

870 

827 

39 

4 

Sine  persons 

515 

486 

25 

4 

Ten  persons 

302 

279 

21 

2 

Over  ten  persons 

325 

295 

24 

6 

Table  X. 

-  Cases  in  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistanoe  Sample 

by  Number 

of  Persons 

Sixteen 

to  Sixty-four  Years  of  Are 

and 

by 

number  of 

Persons  in 

Case  for 

Each  of  the 

Three 

Agencies 

Studied 

iUTJlER  OF 
P2RS0IS  i:i 

CASES  IKCLn 

D  I  li 

G 

Total  3o 

persons  One  person  Ttto  persons  Three  persons  Four  persons  Five 

or  more 

CASS 

oases 

16-64 

16.64 

16-54 

16-64 

16-64 

16-64 

ODTDOOR  POOS 

RELIEF 

Total 

2,505 

1.065 

1,001 

348 

67 

16 

8 

ODfi  person 

1.295 

826 

469 

Tito  persons 

583 

231 

227 

125 

Three  persons 

209 

6 

112 

73 

18 

Four  parsons 

156 

1 

92 

47 

11 

6 

Five  persons 

106 

1 

48 

46 

8 

2 

1 

Six  persons 

55 

27 

15 

8 

2 

3 

Seven  persor^ 

52 

18 

21 

8 

3 

2 

Eight  persons 

26 

7 

13 

3 

3 

nine  persons 

9 

1 

1 

6 

1 

Ten  persons 

7 

5 

1 

1 

Over  ten  persons 

7 

2 

4 

1 

DIRECT 

UTIEMPLOYIEHT  RELIEF 

Total 

17,221 

1,113 

6,008 

6,677 

1,903 

971 

549 

One  person 

4,946 

815 

4,131 

Two  persons 

3,170 

282 

995 

1,893 

Three  persons 

2,448 

14 

469 

1,499 

466 

Potir  persons 

1,955 

1 

218 

1,127 

420 

199 

Five  persons 

1,544 

1 

123 

862 

318 

182 

58 

Sijc  persons 

1,094 

45 

547 

257 

157 

88- 

Seven  persons 

753 

13 

327 

157 

147 

109 

Eli^t  persons 

553 

9 

222 

136 

108 

78 

nine  parsons 

348 

4 

115 

71 

85 

73 

Ten  persons 

224 

55 

52 

51 

66 

Over  ten  persons 

176 

1 

30 

26 

42 

77 

FEDEEAl  WDEICS 

PROGEAi: 

Total 

22,377 

300 

4,481 

10,490 

3,436 

2,093 

1,577 

One  person 

3,361 

169 

3,192 

Too  persons 

3,873 

114 

790 

2,953 

Three  persons 

3,983 

12 

330 

2,604 

1,037 

Four  persons 

3,436 

1 

103 

2,011 

809 

514 

Five  persons 

2,567 

36 

1,276 

591 

478 

206 

Six  persons 

1.839 

1 

14 

802 

366 

372 

284 

Seven  persons 

1,284 

1 

9 

428 

255 

279 

312 

Eight  persons 

870 

243 

179 

196 

252 

Ii'ine  persons 

515 

1 

106 

102 

114 

192 

Ten  persons 

302 

41 

47 

65 

149 

Over  ten  persons 

325 

2 

16 

50 

75 

162 

-171_ 


Table  XI •  -  Cases  in  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Sample 
Classified  by  Acency  Providinc  Aid, 


and 

by  Sex, 

Pace  and  Marital 

Statue  of 

Caoo  !_'ead 

RACE  Ajro 

THREE  AGENCIES 

OUTDOOR  POOR 

n  r.  1 .  L  r.  r 

DIRECT  uraiPLOn^NT  RELIEF 

FEDERAL 

VIORKS 

PROGRAM 

MARITAL  STATUS 

Both 

Both 

Both 

Both 

OF  CASE  HEAD 

sexes 

Hale 

Female 

sexes 

Uale 

Female 

sexes 

ISale 

Femle 

sexes 

Vale 

Female 

All  heads 

42,103 

33,368 

8,735 

2,606 

1,188 

1,317 

17,221 

12,443 

4,778 

22,377 

19,737 

2,640 

Single 

5,761 

4,703 

1,068 

412 

247 

166 

2,503 

1,992 

611 

2,846 

2,464 

362 

laarried 

24,9E3 

24,540 

383 

689 

610 

79 

8,822 

8,623 

199 

15,412 

16,307 

106 

Widowed 

6,621 

2,223 

4,398 

1,106 

260 

846 

3,229 

940 

2,289 

2,286 

1,023 

1,263 

Divorced 

606 

287 

319 

36 

16 

20 

319 

146 

173 

251 

126 

12  c 

Separated 

4, 192 

1,615 

2, 677 

262 

65 

207 

2,348 

742 

1,606 

1,582 

618 

764 

V/hite  heads 

36,216 

28,766 

6,460 

2,352 

1,133 

1,219 

13,869 

10,762 

3,107 

18,994 

16,870 

2,124 

Single 

4,678 

3,873 

805 

393 

238 

2,021 

1,683 

336 

2,264 

1,962 

312 

Iiiarr  ied 

22,038 

21,712 

326 

661 

583 

7,804 

7,546 

156 

13,573 

13,483 

90 

iVidowed 

5,354 

1,672 

3,482 

1,038 

246 

79? 

2,412 

785 

1,627 

1,904 

641 

1,063 

Divorced 

543 

263 

280 

35 

16 

IQ 

262 

139 

143 

226 

108 

118 

Separated 

2 , 602 

1,045 

1,557 

50 

175 

1,350 

509 

841 

1.027 

486 

641 

Colored  heads 

6,866 

4,603 

2,285 

163 

56 

98 

3,352 

1,681 

1,671 

3,583 

2,867 

616 

Single 

1,083 

830 

263 

19 

9 

10 

482 

309 

173 

582 

612 

70 

Karried 

2,885 

2,828 

67 

28 

27 

1 

1,018 

977 

41 

1,639 

1,824 

16 

Vi  id  owed 

1,267 

351 

916 

66 

14 

54 

817 

166 

662 

382 

182 

200 

Divorced 

63 

24 

39 

1 

1 

37 

7 

30 

26 

17 

6 

Separated 

1,690 

670 

1,020 

37 

5 

32 

996 

233 

765 

556 

332 

223 

Table  ZII.  -  Cases  in  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Sample 

Clas 

sified  b: 

'  Agency  Providing  Aid  and  by  Sox  and  Ago  o 

f  Head 

THREE  AGENCIES 

OUTDOOR  POOR 

RELIEF 

DIRtXT  UNEUPLOYHEUT  RELIEF 

FEDERAL 

WORKS 

PROaiAM 

AGE  OF  HEAD 

Both 

Both 

Both 

Both 

sexes 

Uale 

Female 

sexes 

Male 

Female 

sexes 

IMle 

Female 

sexes 

Uale 

Female 

All  heads 

42,103 

33,368 

8,736 

2,605 

1,188 

1,317 

17,221 

12,443 

4,778 

22,377 

19,737 

2,640 

Dnder  20 

336 

224 

112 

26 

7 

19 

136 

76 

67 

175 

139 

36 

20-24 

2,497 

2,045 

452 

47 

13 

34 

999 

735 

264 

1,461 

1,297 

164 

25-29 

3,971 

3,251 

720 

91 

23 

68 

1,587 

1,139 

448 

2,293 

2,089 

204 

S0-S4 

4,316 

3,496 

819 

137 

36 

101 

1,780 

1,290 

490 

2,398 

2,170 

228 

55-39 

5,266 

4,189 

1,067 

159 

41 

118 

2,044 

1,433 

611 

3,063 

2,716 

336 

40-44 

6,269 

4,206 

1,054 

112 

41 

71 

2,197 

1,579 

618 

2,950 

2,685 

366 

45-49 

5,023 

4,047 

976 

113 

44 

69 

2,033 

1,494 

639 

2,877 

2,609 

368 

50-54 

4,669 

3,696 

671 

130 

67 

63 

1,623 

1,352 

471 

2,616 

2,279, 

337 

55-59 

3,589 

2,869 

730 

179 

84 

96 

1,468 

1,065 

393 

1,962 

1,710 

242 

60-64 

2,933 

2,250 

683 

262 

127 

136 

1,296 

932 

35! 

1,376 

1,191 

185 

65-59 

2,247 

1,703 

644 

423 

217 

206 

986 

750 

236 

838 

736 

102 

70  and  over 

2,043 

1,366 

687 

818 

484 

334 

849 

574 

276 

376 

298 

78 

Union  ovTn 

65 

45 

20 

8 

4 

4 

35 

22 

13 

22 

19 

Tahls  XITt. 

-  Cases 

in  Pennsylvania 

Public  Ass 

istance 

Sample 

Classified 

by  Agency  Provid 

ing  Aid  and  by  S 

ex,  ond  Occupation 

Class  of 

Head 

OCClll'ATirM 

TW 

SE  AGENCIES 

OUTDOOR  POOR 

RELIEF 

DIRECT  UNEtlPLOYKENT  RELIEF 

FEDERAL 

.."ORKS 

PROGRAU 

CLASS  OF 

Both 

Both 

Both 

Both 

HTiAD 

sexes 

;.lale 

Female 

sexes 

Male 

Female 

sexes 

Hale 

Female 

sexes 

Male 

Female 

All  Heads 

42,103 

33,368 

8,735 

2,606 

1,188 

1,317 

17,221 

12,443 

4,778 

22,377 

19,737 

2,640 

Professional  and 

technical 

619 

482 

137 

24 

9 

16 

189 

144 

46 

406 

329 

77 

Propr ietors. 

managers  and 

officials 

480 

440 

40 

39 

37 

2 

414 

390 

24 

27 

13 

14 

Office  .VorVrers 

894 

782 

112 

24 

10 

14 

376 

278 

96 

494 

494 

Salesmen  and 

kindred  workers 

1,499 

1,115 

384 

44 

20 

24 

613 

604 

109 

842 

691 

261 

Skilled  \7orkera 

and  foremen  in 

building  and 

constniction 

4,342 

4,342 

114 

114 

1,474 

1,474 

2,754 

2,754 

_ 

Skilled  workers 

and  foremen  in 

manufaoturinj^ 

and  other 

industries 

2,626 

2,587 

39 

82 

60 

2 

982 

969 

13 

1,662 

1,538 

24 

Semi-skilled 

workers  in 

buildinr  and 

crnstrLction 

2,226 

2,226 

48 

48 

717 

717 

1,461 

1,461 

_ 

Semi-skilled 

workers  in 

man  Ufa  c  tur  ing 

and  other 

industries 

9,390 

8,368 

1,022 

407 

297 

110 

4,081 

3,498 

663 

4,902 

4,573 

329 

Unskilled  laborer 

3  8,870 

8,806 

62 

314 

308 

6 

3,147 

3,109 

36 

5,409 

6,391 

18 

Domestic  and  per- 

sonal service 

workers 

4,169 

1,679 

2,580 

278 

47 

231 

2,397 

736 

1,669 

1,484 

794 

690 

Farm  operators 

and  laborers 

1,664 

1,653 

11 

161 

147 

4 

453 

448 

6 

1,060 

1,068 

2 

Inexperienced 

persons 

4,754 

496 

4,268 

974 

67 

907 

2,358 

167 

2,191 

1,422 

262 

1,160 

Unknown 

660 

490 

90 

6 

4 

2 

20 

7 

13 

654 

479 

75 

-17S. 


Table  XIV.  -  Direot  Unemploymont  Kolief  Cases  In 
Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Sample  by 
Kumber  of  Persons  in  the  Case  and  by  the  Date  of  First  Relief  Grant 


n&TE  OF 
FIEST  EELIEP 
GRAllT 


CASES  INCLUDING 


Total 
Cases 


1936 

May 

April 

Uaroh 

February 

January 

Unknoim 


December 

RoTOmbor 

October 

Septeinber 

August 

July 

June 

May 

April 

Maroh 

February 

January 

Unknown 


Deoeid>er 

Bovenber 

October 

September 

August 

July 

June 

May 

April 

Uaroh 

February 

January 

Unknown 


December 

November 

October 

September 

August 

July 

Juna 

May 

April 

Maroh 

February 

January 


Dsoentber 

Hovenbar 

October 

September 

Dnknown 

Prior  to 
September  1932 


CHe  Two  Tliree  Pour  Five  Six  Seven  Eight  Nine  Ten  Over  ten 
person  persona  persons  persons  persons  persons  persons  persons  persons  persons  persona 


221 

4,946 

3,170 

2,448 

1,966 

1,644 

1,094 

753 

553 

348 

224 

176 

603 

196 

126 

104 

67 

42 

22 

24 

12 

4 

1 

5 

560 

188 

109 

96 

63 

43 

18 

20 

12 

5 

2 

4 

G17 

228 

131 

106 

61 

37 

25 

14 

e 

5 

1 

1 

558 

216 

109 

95 

59 

31 

22 

10 

10 

3 

1 

2 

425 

136 

100 

76 

44 

28 

18 

8 

3 

6 

4 

2 

328 

130 

52 

46 

37 

19 

12 

11 

10 

6 

2 

3 

295 

116 

46 

43 

24 

22 

18 

11 

8 

4 

3 

257 

95 

51 

39 

30 

17 

10 

9 

2 

2 

1 

1 

222 

79 

65 

20 

20 

17 

15 

8 

4 

2 

1 

1 

291 

102 

62 

36 

22 

24 

17 

10 

7 

8 

1 

2 

263 

102 

46 

42 

27 

25 

10 

7 

11 

g 

5 

2 

244 

95 

37 

39 

24 

17 

Q 

5 

9 

4 

4 

2 

294 

93 

44 

51 

35 

29 

21 

3 

3 

3 

4 

3 

140 

68 

56 

32 

36 

19 

2 

3 

2 

385 

151 

81 

49 

31 

20 

22 

10 

5 

5 

7 

4 

350 

119 

65 

58 

46 

18 

12 

7 

16 

4 

3 

2 

455 

180 

68 

61 

54 

30 

13 

18 

16 

8 

4 

3 

398 

154 

91 

54 

36 

18 

17 

11 

8 

3 

4 

2 

344 

114 

83 

46 

34 

20 

18 

13 

7 

5 

1 

1 

442 

122 

88 

73 

54 

43 

21 

17 

11 

5 

3 

5 

346 

105 

67 

66 

41 

24 

15 

9 

15 

6 

4 

3 

351 

90 

50 

55 

52 

38 

17 

20 

11 

9 

6 

3 

229 

81 

29 

31 

27 

21 

13 

10 

8 

2 

5 

2 

232 

66 

38 

36 

25 

25 

18 

9 

6 

4 

4 

1 

282 

83 

38 

44 

23 

33 

25 

14 

9 

7 

4 

2 

327 

89 

54 

45 

45 

54 

17 

14 

11 

3 

6 

4 

352 

107 

72 

47 

30 

23 

23 

17 

17 

9 

4 

3 

327 

112 

62 

39 

36 

26 

16 

9 

9 

7 

7 

4 

390 

118 

63 

55 

49 

37 

23 

21 

14 

5 

2 

3 

547 

112 

102 

79 

72 

56 

40 

32 

28 

12 

7 

7 

771 

178 

148 

121 

93 

68 

58 

37 

28 

21 

9 

10 

603 

115 

101 

77 

84 

66 

51 

38 

30 

13 

17 

11 

689 

149 

111 

80 

82 

74 

60 

56 

35 

22 

15 

5 

202 

39 

45 

30 

21 

19 

13 

10 

11 

5 

6 

3 

193 

41 

33 

21 

25 

26 

13 

17 

11 

3 

1 

2 

410 

112 

73 

49 

38 

40 

26 

25 

14 

16 

10 

7 

221 

46 

35 

32 

24 

25 

19 

9 

10 

11 

5 

5 

132 

27 

21 

14 

19 

20 

14 

6 

4 

3 

2 

2 

285 

72 

57 

38 

30 

30 

18 

19 

9 

6 

5 

1 

259 

62 

41 

31 

33 

30 

21 

15 

8 

6 

5 

7 

326 

60 

60 

39 

52 

31 

38 

17 

13 

7 

5 

4 

48 

7 

10 

7 

9 

4 

5 

1 

1 

2 

2 

286 

62 

47 

28 

40 

29 

41 

9 

9 

8 

4 

9 

389 

67 

84 

54 

46 

46 

39 

16 

15 

8 

6 

6 

498 

83 

92 

53 

54 

69 

50 

36 

20 

26 

8 

7 

502 

61 

66 

57 

82 

72 

55 

36 

28 

17 

13 

15 

167 

20 

27 

17 

21 

25 

21 

12 

8 

11 

3 

2 

132 

26 

32 

21 

10 

17 

7 

7 

3 

4 

4 

1 

-17S. 


Tatle  TV.  -  Direct  Unenplo;TH)E±  Relief  Casos  in 
Pennsylvania  Foiblic  Ascistnnce  Sonple;  by  Kumber 
of  Persons  in  Case  and  by  Date  of  Last  Cponinc 


DATE  OF 

OAS 

E  S  IN 

C  L  B  D  I 

N  G 

UST  OPEBIBG 

One 

Two 

Three 

Four 

Five 

Six 

Seven 

Eight 

Kino 

Ten 

Over  Ten 

cases 

person 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

persons 

n. 

221 

4,946 

3,170 

2,448 

1,966 

1,644 

- 

1,094 

753 

553 

348 

224 



19S6 

»y 

2. 

728 

796 

428 

403 

526 

236 

173 

141 

69 

59 

35 

42 

April 

2, 

OSS 

506 

304 

296 

246 

224 

150 

109 

97 

48 

33 

25 

Ifaroh 

1. 

446 

4S0 

271 

204 

150 

148 

78 

59 

56 

SO 

13 

9 

February 

1. 

259 

357 

214 

181 

163 

111 

B2 

49 

47 

26 

24 

6 

January 

1, 

028 

267 

164 

166 

122 

100 

69 

63 

26 

25 

14 

12 

Unknown 

46 

46 

700 

231 

96 

91 

99 

44 

55 

29 

15 

9 

Hovenbar 

460 

136 

78 

72 

51 

55 

29 

iT 
11 

6 

11 

October 

364 

116 

69 

47 

46 

25 

20 

14 

15 

5 

3 

Soptomber 

313 

112 

69 

34 

34 

27 

14 

7 

8 

4 

4 

August 

456 

133 

97 

53 

49 

40 

31 

25 

10 

9 

4 

July 

402 

118 

61 

46 

54 

52 

29 

17 

10 

6 

6 

June 

210 

76 

42 

33 

16 

15 

1 

6 

Uay 

219 

74 

57 

28 

18 

19 

14 

10 

6 

7 

April 

257 

lOS 

S9 

54 

19 

27 

12 

9 

1 

L^ch 

312 

116 

61 

43 

31 

15 

22 

13 

3 

3 

Febrriary 

266 

61 

49 

42 

SO 

15 

9 

8 

" 

January 

S26 

103 

60 

37 

44 

51 

19 

9 

13 

3 

Unlffluivii 

" 

1934 

Deoaad>«r 

269 

100 

66 

36 

24 

15 

14 

Q 

1 

Rev  silver 

237 

79 

57 

34 

18 

16 

15 

^ 

2 

October 

234 

77 

62 

33 

24 

22 

9 

8 

3 

3 

September 

189 

63 

38 

31 

22 

11 

10 

4 

7 

3 

August 

174 

39 

32 

23 

26 

15 

15 

10 

6 

4 

2 

July 

132 

4J 

17 

16 

18 

IS 

6 

6 

3 

2 

4 

June 

123 

39 

24 

17 

10 

14 

1 

142 

46 

30 

19 

15 

7 

13 

g 

1 

April 

134 

37 

26 

21 

14 

16 

3 

1 

Uarch 

159 

51 

37 

26 

9 

13 

g 

4 

4 

February 

165 

56 

34 

18 

16 

9 

14 

g 

2 

January 

159 

42 

31 

26 

15 

11 

18 

7 

5 

1 

1 

Unknown 

1933 

Deo ember 

221 

49 

57 

31 

29 

22 

11 

9 

7 

4 

1 

November 

330 

76 

84 

66 

40 

28 

16 

9 

6 

6 

1 

October 

215 

50 

55 

26 

19 

24 

10 

8 

15 

4 

2 

September 

230 

56 

61 

34 

24 

26 

17 

11 

4 

5 

3 

August 

75 

13 

21 

10 

11 

7 

3 

3 

3 

1 

1 

July 

44 

11 

5 

6 

7 

4 

4 

3 

3 

2 

June 

89 

26 

24 

10 

6 

6 

7 

4 

2 

1 

Uay 

48 

16 

14 

1 

4 

6 

2 

3 

1 

April 

29 

7 

9 

*  5 

1 

4 

1 

2 

Uarch 

57 

17 

15 

5 

5 

6 

2 

4 

5 

February 

48 

11 

16 

5 

4 

4 

4 

1 

1 

1 

January 

66 

11 

17 

6 

7 

7 

11 

1 

2 

2 

Unjcnown 

5 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1932 

Deoanber 

56 

17 

7 

5 

5 

8 

6 

1 

1 

1 

Horeuber 

95 

16 

29 

16 

11 

10 

3 

3 

2 

4 

1 

October 

106 

22 

24 

11 

IS 

12 

10 

7 

3 

3 

September 

133 

20 

22 

19 

20 

12 

8 

10 

3 

7 

6 

Unknown 

Prior  to 

Septanber,  1932  49 
Unknoi^  406 


11 

93 


6 
47 


3 
24 


2 
22 


1 
13 


1 
10 
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Table  XVI <  -  Cases  In  PennsylvBJiia  Putalio  Assistance  ScLnqjlej 
by  number  of  Persons  In  Case,  and  by  Total  Weekly  Case  Inoorne  for 
Bach  of  the  Three  Agencies  Studied 


■^OXAt   CASES  INCU'DIKS  

V^EEELY  Total      ~^e  Two  Three      Four        Five  Six        Saven      Eight      Nine        Ten  Orertei 

CASE  IBCOME  Cases      person    persons  persons  persons  persons  persons  persons  parsons  persons  parsons  persons 


OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF 


Total 

2,605 

1,296 

685 

209 

166 

106 

55 

52 

26 

9 

i  2.60  and  ocder 

1,197 

956 

189 

39 

20 

6 

4 

2 

" 

" 

1 

Z.fl  to  7.60 

1,156 

550 

36S 

149 

112 

88 

40 

56 

18 

4 

2 

4 

7.51  to  12.60 

116 

16 

52 

16 

17 

7 

8 

6 

6 

5 

2 

12.61  to  17.60 

26 

1 

7 

2 

2 

1 

2 

5 

3 

1 

1 

17.61  to  22.60 

9 

- 

1 

2 

3 

2 

22.61  to  27.60 

6 

- 

- 

2 

- 

1 

1 

2 

" 

Onr  27.60 

2 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1 

1 

■ 

Onknown 

16 

13 

1 

~ 

DIRECT  DBEMPLOYlffillT  RELIEF 

Total 

17,221 

4,946 

5 

170 

2,448 

1,966 

1,644 

1,094 

765 

555 

548 

224 

176 

i  2.60  and  under 

888 

781 

55 

22 

19 

4 

5 

1 

2.61  to  7.60 

8,204 

4,066 

2 

425 

1,052 

358 

155 

75 

40 

15 

g 

7.51  to  12.60 

4,569 

75 

592 

1,185 

1,251 

797 

568 

164 

25 

7 

12.61  to  17.60 

2,302 

16 

52 

114 

250 

447 

607 

409 

277 

125 

75 

SO 

17.61  to  22.50 

796 

6 

17 

55 

77 

84 

84 

117 

156 

96 

67 

CI  OT 

.01  to   d 1 .30 

2 

14 

20 

20 

25 

26 

20 

27 

21 

14 

54 

Orar  27.60 

222 

4 

7 

16 

29 

39 

28 

S3 

25 

17 

9 

17 

Unknown 

28 

5 

8 

6 

2 

2 

2 

2 

1 

FEDEEAL  WORKS 

PROGRAM 

Total 

22,377 

3,561 

5 

,875 

5,965 

5,438 

2,687 

1,839 

1,284 

870 

515 

502 

525 

%  2.60  and  under 

1 

1 

2.61  to  7.60 

127 

11 

15 

17 

12 

23 

16 

10 

14 

5 

4 

4 

7.61  to  12.60 

3,730 

266 

716 

752 

636 

486 

540 

256 

162 

98 

40 

27 

12.61  to  17.60 

15,648 

2,771 

2 

,641 

2,616 

2,058 

1,422 

922 

587 

566 

205 

90 

90 

17.51  to  22.50 

5,156 

306 

443 

650 

501 

409 

512 

244 

160 

94 

70 

67 

22.61  to  27.60 

767 

2 

50 

92 

125 

120 

112 

75 

72 

41 

40 

60 

OTor  27.60 

968 

2 

28 

95 

126 

127 

156 

151 

106 

74 

68 

87 

Dnlenonn 

10 

5 

5 

5 

1 

Table  XVll,  -  Cases  in  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistanoe  Sanplej  by  Weeldy  Income 
from  Sources  other  than  Relief  Grant  or  Security  Wage  and  by  Total  Weekly  Case  Income, 
for  Each  of  the  Three  Agencies  Studied 


TOTAL  CASES  WITE  WEEKLY  niCQME  FROM  SOnBCES  OTHER  THA8  RELIEF  GRAST  OR  SECHRm  WAGE 

WEEKLY  Total  H.iO  and    $2.61  to    17.51  to    tl2.51  to    117.61  to    122.51  to  Onr 

CASE  mccuE  Cases        Hone        under       7.50        12.60  17.60  22.60  27.60        $27.50  Pnknoim 


OOTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF 


Total 

2,506 

1,647 

671 

126 

S2 

8 

4 

1 

16 

$  2.60  and  under 

1,197 

571 

626 

2.51  to  7.60 

1,135 

1,049 

40 

46 

7.61  to  12.60 

116 

20 

4 

76 

16 

12.61  to  17.60 

25 

1 

1 

3 

14 

6 

17.51  to  22.50 

9 

5 

2 

2 

2 

22.51  to  27.50 

6 

5 

S 

0»er  27.50 

2 

1 

1 

Unknown 

16 

16 

DIRECT 

nUEMPLOYMBKT  RELIEF 

Total 

17,221 

14,626 

413 

1,087 

562 

261 

uo 

48 

60 

24 

1  2.50  and  under 

888 

886 

2 

2.61  to  7.50 

8,204 

7,920 

181 

103 

7.51  to  12.50 

4,569 

5,840 

149 

515 

64 

1 

12.51  to  17.60 

2,302 

1,614 

64 

326 

256 

40 

17.51  to  22.50 

796 

548 

15 

116 

186 

114 

16 

22.61  to  27.60 

222 

17 

2 

22 

55 

64 

62 

2 

Orer  27.60 

222 

1 

10 

52 

73 

46 

60 

28 

5 

1 

24 

FEDERAL  WORKS 

PROGRAM 

Total 

22,577 

19,266 

590 

1,222 

645 

599 

209 

96 

140 

10 

%  2.60  and  under 

1 

1 

2.61  to  7.60 

127 

125 

4 

7.61  to  12.60 

5,730 

5,693 

16 

19 

2 

12.61  to  17.60 

15,648 

12,648 

305 

333 

25 

3 

17.51  to  22.60 

5,136 

2,251 

50 

681 

164 

19 

1 

22.61  to  27.50 

767 

107 

10 

171 

366 

94 

9 

0»«r  27.60 

968 

127 

6 

18 

100 

285 

199 

96 

140 

Unknown 

10 

10 

Table 

XVIII.  - 

Dlreot  Unemployment  Relief  C 

Eiees  in  Pennsylvania 

Public  Assistance  Samplei 

by  Amount  of  '.Teekly  Budget  Seeds  and  by  Total  Weekly  Case  Income 

TOTAL 

WEEKLY  BUDGET 

SEEDS 

WEEKLY 

Total 

(2.50  and 

$2.61  to 

$7.61  to 

»U.S1  to 

$W.61  to 

$22.61  to 

Orer 

CASE  IBCOME 

Cases 

under 

7.60 

12.60 

17.60 

22.60 

27.50 

$27.50 

Unlmown 

Total 

17,221 

696 

6.816 

6,160 

2,77S 

1.282 

304 

44 

147 

%  2.50  and  under 

888 

648 

205 

SO 

1 

6 

2.61  to  7.60 

8,204 

29 

6,178 

1,760 

145 

54 

3 

1 

56 

7.61  to  12.60 

4,569 

9 

265 

2,892 

1,275 

105 

6 

1 

20 

12.61  to  17.60 

2,502 

5 

92 

274 

1,080 

791 

40 

1 

21 

17.61  to  22.60 

796 

4 

46 

96 

167 

247 

218 

23 

5 

22.61  to  27.60 

222 

26 

67 

41 

66 

26 

14 

6 

Otot  27.50 

222 

2 

17 

61 

78 

64 

11 

4 

6 

Unknown 

28 

28 
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Table  -  Employable  Persons  in  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Sample; 

by  Employment  Status  and  by  Last  or  Present  1,'on-Relief  Occupation 
for  the  Three  Agencies  Studied 


ClASS  OF  LAST 

PRIVATELY 

EMPLOYED    En^loyed  on 

UNEMPLOYED 

SEEKING  -.TORK 

OR  PRESENT  8011- 

Total 

Full 

Part  Federal 

Previously 

miEF  OCCUPATIOH 

employable 

s  time 

time       Works  Program 

employed 

Inexperienced 

OUTDOOR 

POOR  RELIEF 

Total 

544 

SI 

80  16 

323 

94 

Prorsoslonal  and  technical 

e 

2 

4 

Proprietors,  OBnagera  and 

officials 

6 

1 

1 

4 

Of fico  workers 

14 

2 

2 

10 

Salesmon  and  kindred  workers 

22 

2 

2 

17 

1 

Skilled  workers  and  foremen  in 

building  and  construction 

24 

2 

2 

20 

Skilled  workers  and  foremen  in 

nHnuf actur  ing  and  other 

industries 

23 

_ 

4  1 

18 

Secl-skilled  workers  iji  build- 

ing and  construction 

23 

1 

5  1 

16 

- 

Semi-skilled  workers  in  manufaotur- 

ing  and  other  industries 

120 

7 

20  3 

86 

4 

Unskilled  laborers 

77 

2 

8  3 

63 

1 

Domestic  and  personal  serrioe 

workers 

104 

10 

26 

SS 

3 

Fans  operators  and  laborers 

28 

1 

8  2 

17 

Inexperienced  persons 

9S 

3 

1  4 

3 

82 

Dnspeo  if  ied 

4 

1 

3 

DIRECT  OSEMPLOnjENT  RELIEF 

Total 

19,565 

842 

1,529  404 

14,417 

2,573 

Professional  and  technical 

217 

5 

27  3 

ITS 

7 

Proprietors,  managers  and 

officials 

396 

23 

45  5 

321 

1 

Office  workers 

550 

50 

44  9 

443 

4 

Salesmen  and  kindred  workers 

806 

62 

85  9 

647 

3 

Skilled  workers  and  foremen  in 

building  and  construction 

1,S89 

27 

51  19 

1,289 

3 

Skilled  workers  and  foremen  in 

manufacturing  and  other 

industries 

935 

41 

71  9 

810 

4 

Semi-skilled  workers  in 

building  and  construction 

613 

33 

49  10 

716 

5 

Semi-skilled  workers  in  manufactur- 

ing and  other  industries 

4,865 

276 

408  46 

4.103 

32 

Unskilled  laborers 

S,296 

130 

172  35 

2,943 

18 

DonBstlc  and  personal  service 

workers 

2,970 

154 

336  17 

2,425 

38 

Farm  operators  and  laborers 

492 

38 

36  8 

399 

11 

Inexperienced  persons 

2,792 

3 

3  216 

136 

2,434 

Unspeo  If  ied 

44 

1  13 

10 

15 

FEDERAL  WORKS  PROCRAM 

Total 

34,217 

1,656 

1,638  22,595 

4,568 

3,460 

Professional  and  teohnioal 

5S9 

20 

22  465 

71 

11 

Proprietors,  nanagere  and 

officials 

504 

24 

23  405 

50 

2 

Office  workers 

1,080 

96 

41  752 

184 

7 

Salesman  and  kindred  workers 

1,183 

98 

91  752 

236 

6 

Skilled  workers  and  foremen  in 

building  and  construction 

3,020 

120 

61  2,527 

309 

3 

Skilled  workers  and  foremen  in 

manufacturing  and  other 

industries 

1,778 

72 

66  1,469 

178 

4 

Semi-skilled  workers  in 

building  and  construction 

1,816 

88 

78  1,454 

192 

4 

Semi-skilled  workers  in  nsinuf actur- 

ing:  and  other  industries 

6,965 

381 

496  4,306 

1,258 

24 

Unskilled  laborers 

6,808 

442 

284  5,283 

776 

23 

Domestic  and  personal  service 

workers 

3,123 

227 

389  1,464 

1,010 

33 

Farm  ooerators  and  laborers 

1,421 

87 

90  1,106 

130 

8 

Inexperienced  persons 

S,49S 

2,133 

137 

3,225 

Unspecified 

435 

1 

B  279 

37 

110 

.185. 
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TaMe  XXX,  -  Cases  in  Poimsylirania  Public  Assistance  Sample) 
by  Number  of  Persons  In  Case  and  by  Number  Privately  Employed 
for  Each  of  the  Three  Agenoies  Studied 


NUMBER  OF  PEnSO]IS 
IN  CASE 

Total 

oases 

PRIVATE 

EUPLOYSD 

Hone 

One  person 

Two  persons 

Three  persons 

Over  thr 

OUTDOOR  POOR 

RELIEF 

Total 

2,505 

2,395 

109 

1 

One  person 

1,296 

1.269 

26 

- 

_ 

Two  persons 

583 

562 

21 

_ 

_ 

Three  persons 

209 

197 

12 

- 

- 

- 

Four  persons 

156 

137 

19 

Five  persons 

106 

96 

9 

1 

- 

- 

Six  persons 

55 

49 

6 

Seven  persons 

52 

44 

8 

- 

- 

Eight  persons 

26 

22 

4 

Nine  persons 

9 

7 

2 

Ten  persons 

7 

6 

1 

_ 

_ 

Over  ten  persons 

7 

6 

1 

_ 

DIRECT  UNEMPLOniEKT  RELIEF 

Total 

17,221 

15,328 

1,652 

208 

30 

S 

One  person 

4,946 

4,844 

102 

_ 

_ 

Tno  persons 

3,170 

2,956 

205 

9 

- 

_ 

Three  persons 

2,448 

2,173 

260 

16 

- 

^  - 

Pouj*  psi*soiis 

240 

32 

Five  persons 

1,544 

l!262 

240 

36 

6 

- 

Six  porsons 

205 

20 

2 

Seven  persons 

'753 

585 

136 

29 

4 

- 

Eight  persons 

122 

20 

3 

nine  persons 

348 

207 

62 

15 

4 

Ten  persons 

224 

158 

45 

17 

4 

Over  ten  persons 

176 

118 

36 

15 

4 

3 

FEDERAL  ITORKS  FROCRaj 

Total 

22,377 

19.6G9 

2,234 

383 

72 

19 

One  person 

3,361 

3,314 

47 

Two  persons 

3,873 

3,701 

171 

1 

_ 

Three  persons 

3,983 

3,634 

333 

16 

- 

- 

Four  persons 

3,438 

3,015 

376 

46 

1 

Five  persons 

2,587 

2,188 

339 

52 

7 

1 

Sijt  persons 

1,839 

1,462 

298 

62 

15 

2 

Sevon  persons 

1,204 

962 

227 

57 

15 

3 

Eicht  persons 

870 

647 

160 

46 

8 

nine  persons 

515 

356 

116 

31 

7 

S 

Ten  persons 

302 

197 

71 

26 

6 

3 

Over  ten  persons 

325 

173 

87 

47 

13 

5 
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Table  ECQ»  -  Children  Under  Sixteen  in  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  Sorqile 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  by  Presence  or  Absence  of  Father,  and  by  Iftimbor  of  Children  under 
Sixteen  yoars  of  Age  in  the  Case 


KUMBER  OF  CHILDREH 
TODER  SDCTEEll  YEARS 
OF  AGE  IM  CASE  


Number  of  children 
under  sixteen  in 
sai^le 

One  child 
Two  children 
Three  children 
Four  children 
Five  children 
Six  children 
Seven  children 
ftver  seven  children 


THHEE  AGENCIES  OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF      DIRECT  yim.tFU)Ytinrr  RELIEF    FEDEJtAL  TORKS  FROCnAJ^ 

Total  Father    Father      Total      Father    Father      Total      Father    Father      Total      Father  Father 

ohlldren  present  absent    children  present  absent    children  present  absent    children  present  absent 


58,123 

47,983 

10 

140 

1,852 

607 

1,256 

23,271 

17,993 

5 

278 

32,990 

29, 

383 

3 

607 

7,259 

5,122 

2 

137 

183 

50 

133 

2,728 

1,643 

1 

,085 

4,348 

3 

429 

919 

11,011 

8,515 

2 

,496 

301 

102 

199 

4,062 

2,769 

1 

,293 

6,648 

6 

644 

1 

004 

11,681 

9,359 

2 

,232 

426 

89 

337 

4,660 

3,443 

1 

,117 

6,605 

5 

827 

778 

9,764 

8,290 

1 

,464 

303 

84 

219 

3,824 

3,019 

805 

6,627 

6 

187 

440 

7.579 

6,609 

970 

259 

70 

189 

3,207 

2,694 

613 

4,113 

3 

845 

268 

5,241 

4,794 

447 

222 

102 

120 

2,227 

1,992 

235 

2,792 

2 

700 

92 

3,129 

2,877 

252 

66 

14 

42 

1,416 

1,273 

142 

1,658 

1 

690 

68 

2,559 

2,417 

142 

112 

96 

16 

1,248 

1,160 

88 

1,199 

1 

161 

38 

Table  XXXII. 


Children  in  Pennsylvania  Public  Assifftanoe  Sample  under  Sixteen  years  of  Agej 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid,  and  by  Raoe,  Sox,  and  Family  Statue 


THREE  ACEKCIES 


OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF       DIRECT  UBEMPLOYMEUT  RELIEF    PEDERjCC  LVKfJi  PKOOHAJ! 


SEX  AMD 

ill 

All 

All 

All 

FAMILY  STAOTS 

races 

v/hite 

Colored 

races 

White  Colored 

races 

tThlte 

Colored 

races 

Vfhite 

Colored 

BOTH  SEXES 

Children  of  both  sexes 

under  sixteen 

58,123 

51,673 

6,660 

1.862 

1,720 

142 

23,271 

19,907 

3,364 

32.990 

29,946 

3,044 

Living  with  both  parents 

Living  vdth  mother  - 

46,337 

42,339 

3,998 

587 

B77 

10 

17,401 

15,695 

1.706 

28.349 

26,067 

2,282 

father  absent 

Living  with  father  - 

9,108 

7.099 

2.009 

1,192 

1.068 

124 

4.860 

3.454 

1.406 

3.056 

2,577 

479 

mother  absent 

Living  with  closely  re- 

1,646 

1.378 

266 

20 

20 

- 

592 

486 

104 

1,034 

870 

164 

lated  persons  other 

than  parents 

Living  with  unrelated  or 

944 

697 

247 

62 

54 

8 

379 

248 

131 

603 

395 

108 

distantly  related  per- 

sons 

88 

60 

28 

1 

1 

_ 

39 

22 

17 

40 

37 

11 

MALES 

Hale  Children  Dnder  Six- 

teen 

29,309 

26.029 

3.280 

958 

888 

70 

11,776 

10.071 

1.705 

16.575 

16,070 

1,605 

Living  with  both  parents 

23,326 

21.359 

1,966 

307 

304 

3 

8,757 

7,916 

841 

14,261 

13,139 

1,122 

Living  with  mother  - 

father  absent 

4,620 

3.582 

1.038 

606 

542 

64 

2,496 

1,758 

738 

1,618 

1,282 

236 

Living  with  father  - 

mother  absent 

857 

706 

161 

16 

16 

319 

259 

60 

623 

432 

91 

Living  with  closely  re- 

lated persons  other 

than  parents 

468 

363 

115 

29 

26 

3 

188 

129 

59 

261 

198 

53 

Living  with  unrelated  or 

distantly  related  per- 

sons 

39 

29 

10 

1 

1 

16 

9 

7 

22 

19 

3 

FEMALES 

Female  Children  Under  Six- 

teen 

28.SI4 

3.270 

904 

832 

72 

11.495 

9.836 

1,559 

16,416 

14,676 

1,539 

Living  with  both  parents 

23.012 

20,980 

2.032 

280 

273 

7 

8.644 

7,779 

865 

14,088 

12,920 

1,160 

Living  with  mother  - 

father  absent 

4,488 

3.517 

971 

586 

526 

60 

2.364 

1.G96 

668 

1.538 

1,296 

243 

Living  with  father  - 

BDther  absent 

789 

672 

117 

5 

5 

273 

229 

44 

511 

436 

73 

Living  with  closely  re- 

lated persons  other 

than  parents 

476 

344 

132 

33 

26 

6 

191 

119 

72 

252 

197 

66 

Living  with  unrelated  or 

distantly  related  per- 

18 

sons 

49 

31 

16 

23 

13 

10 

26 

8 

Table  XXXIII. 


Children  in  Pennsylvania  Public  Assistance  SaiqDle  under  Sixteen  Years  of  . 
by  Agency  Providing  Aid  and  by  Family  Status  of  Parents 


FAKTLY  STATUS 
OP  PARENTS 


Total  Children  Under  Sixteen 

Living  with  both  parents 

Living  with  mother  -  father  absent 

Father  dead  or  insane 

father  divorced 

father  deserted  and  separated 

father  absent  for  other  reason 

Living  with  father  -  mother  absent 

mrfcher  dead  or  insane 

mother  divorced 

mother  deserted  and  separated 

mother  absent  for  other  reason 
Living  with  closely  related  persons 

other  than  parents 
Living  with  unrelated  or  distinctly 

related  persons 


Oiitdoor 

Direct 

Federal 

Three 

Poor 

Unonployment 

Works 

Agencies 

Relief 

Relief 

Program 

58,123 

1,862 

23,271 

32,990 

46,337 

587 

17,401 

28,349 

9,108 

1,192 

4,860 

3,056 

3,974 

622 

1,938 

1,414 

402 

21 

191 

190 

3,363 

416 

2,246 

1.202 

869 

134 

435 

250 

1,646 

20 

592 

1,034 

1,249 

16 

437 

796 

64 

22 

42 

295 

4 

113 

178 

38 

20 

18 

944 

62 

379 

503 

88 

1 

39 
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Table  XXXVTII»  -  Cases  and  Peroons  in  Pennsylvania  Public  Aaeist«no&  Sajopla 
by  Acenoy  Prorlding  Aid,  and  by  County 


THREE  AGEMCIES   OUTDOOR  POOR  RELIEF        DIRECT  PKEMFLOYMEHT  RELIEF        FEEKRAL  WORKS  mOGRAH 


OOOHTY 

Cases 

Persons 

Cases 

Persons 

Cases 

Persons 

Cases 

Persons 

State  Total 

42,103 

151,456 

2,505 

,380 

17,221 

57,895 

22,377 

88,180 

Adams 

71 

319 

12 

37 

26 

128 

33 

154 

Allegheny 

6,972 

22,166 

242 

531 

2,908 

9,145 

3,822 

12,490 

Amstrong 

303 

1,214 

16 

24 

87 

352 

200 

838 

Beaver 

572 

2,046 

41 

179 

172 

556 

359 

1,311 

Bedford 

205 

875 

22 

44 

35 

177 

148 

654 

Berks 

773 

2,464 

126 

180 

272 

784 

376 

1,500 

Blair 

478 

1,891 

59 

113 

141 

577 

278 

1,201 

Bradford 

124 

464 

33 

56 

21 

112 

70 

294 

Bucks 

203 

855 

3 

5 

S8 

226 

142 

624 

Butler 

290 

1,152 

42 

72 

87 

373 

161 

707 

Cejnbria 

765 

3,153 

24 

44 

295 

1,194 

446 

1,91S 

Cajaeron 

13 

39 

5 

10 

2 

9 

6 

20 

Carbon 

274 

1,048 

39 

a/ 

93  a/ 

46 

214 

189 

741 

Centre 

198 

877 

21 

66 

45 

183 

132 

628 

Chester 

272 

1,201 

11 

39 

73 

290 

188 

872 

Clarion 

113 

467 

6 

15 

24 

77 

83 

375 

Clearfield 

610 

2,506 

65 

129 

188 

776 

357 

1,602 

Clinton 

142 

540 

25 

43 

21 

78 

96 

419 

Columbia 

202 

781 

SO 

79 

46 

157 

126 

545 

Crawford 

248 

890 

34 

49 

121 

441 

93 

400 

Cumberland 

176 

703 

19 

42 

46 

157 

111 

504 

Dauphin 

546 

1,919 

SO 

109 

209 

745 

286 

1,065 

E«lawBre 

562 

2,180 

108 

238 

88 

374 

586 

1,568 

Elk 

102 

489 

12 

35 

18 

71 

72 

383 

Erie 

808 

2,736 

57 

79 

351 

1,118 

400 

1,539 

Fayette 

1,236 

4,976 

12 

14 

461 

1,528 

763 

3,434 

Forest 

46 

149 

3 

14 

7 

28 

36 

107 

Franklin 

222 

887 

63 

180 

46 

157 

113 

550 

Fulton 

38 

194 

2 

2 

11 

43 

25 

149 

Greene 

200 

820 

13 

27 

58 

205 

129 

588 

Huntingdon 

135 

579 

10 

18 

32 

131 

93 

430 

Indiana 

357 

1,520 

20 

56 

102 

406 

235 

1,078 

Jefferson 

270 

1,138 

23 

44 

80 

346 

167 

748 

Juniata 

59 

258 

5 

13 

13 

59 

41 

186 

Laokaimnna 

1,834 

7,396 

112 

230 

865 

3,091 

857 

4,075 

Lancaster 

462 

1,718 

19 

32 

182 

633 

261 

1,053 

lAivrence 

556 

1,884 

48 

86 

192 

636 

316 

1,162 

Lebanon 

160 

629 

40 

148 

44 

184 

76 

297 

Lehigh 

710 

2,707 

72 

204 

328 

1,279 

310 

1,224 

Luzerne 

2,477 

10,919 

144 

b/  350  b/ 

1,102 

4,680 

1,231 

5,889 

Lycoming 

395 

1,417 

43 

75 

116 

364 

236 

978 

McKean 

150 

566 

36 

93 

45 

176 

69 

297 

Keroer 

466 

1,573 

79 

174 

126 

387 

261 

1,012 

Mifflin 

174 

758 

12 

23 

83 

363 

79 

372 

Konroe 

98 

388 

17 

44 

28 

108 

53 

236 

t'ontgomery 

389 

1,548 

54 

114 

74 

327 

261 

1,107 

Montour 

59 

237 

5 

7 

13 

40 

41 

190 

HorthBjapton 

619 

2,421 

87 

168 

196 

775 

336 

1,478 

Northumberland 

737 

3,071 

34 

63 

302 

1,155 

401 

1,853 

Perry 

55 

239 

4 

13 

11 

53 

40 

173 

Philadelphia 

10,220 

30,865 

33 

46 

5,745 

16,801 

4,442 

14,018 

PliB 

22 

81 

4 

5 

5 

25 

13 

51 

Potter 

72 

318 

9 

49 

17 

61 

46 

208 

Schuylkill 

1,200 

4,756 

84 

127 

428 

1,394 

688 

3,235 

Snyder 

93 

367 

8 

20 

23 

73 

62 

274 

Somerset 

477 

2,064 

25 

48 

153 

692 

299 

1,324 

Sxillivan 

30 

121 

6 

14 

5 

11 

19 

96 

S  us  quehanna 

151 

619 

10 

28 

40 

145 

101 

446 

Tioga 

84 

363 

5 

22 

23 

75 

56 

266 

Union 

68 

294 

10 

24 

14 

57 

44 

213 

Venango 

277 

1,059 

20 

36 

84 

333 

173 

690 

TTarren 

161 

607 

25 

63 

28 

123 

108 

421 

Washington 

662 

2,286 

75 

ISO 

253 

715 

353 

1,420 

Wayne 

109 

474 

10 

15 

36 

157 

63 

302 

Westmoreland 

1,026 

4,289 

54 

108 

336 

1.241 

636 

2,940 

T^miJlg 

78 

291 

15 

26 

15 

63 

48 

202 

York 

426 

1,634 

53 

114 

139 

461 

236 

1,059 

a/    Includes  30  Cases  and  70  Persons  in  liiddle  Coalfield  Poor  District,  which  crosses  Carbon  and  Lusem© 
County  boundary  line* 


t/  Includes  21  Cases  and  35  Persons  in  Pittston-Jenldns  Poor  District,  which  crosses  Luzerne  and  Laoka- 
~     wanna  County  boundary  line* 
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APPENDIX  C 
PUBLIC  ASSISTANCE  STUDY  SCHEDULE 
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